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and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.
By Mr. ENGLE of California:

H.R, 5271. A bill to amend an act entitled
“An act to allow credit In connection with
certain homestead entries for military or
naval service rendered during World War II";
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. HAGEN:

H. R.5272. A bill providing for a national
referendum on the proposed loan to the
Government of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HUBER (by request):

H.R.5273. A bill to permit the payment
of readjustment allowances after a 3-week
waiting period to former members of the
armed forces whose unemployment is due to
a stoppage of work resulting from a labor
dispute; to the Committee on World War
Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. McGEHEE (by request):

H.R.5274. A bill to amend an act en-
titled “An act to establish standard weights
and measures for the District of Columbia;
to define the duties of the Superintendent
of Weights, Measures, and Markets of the
District of Columbia; and for other pur-
poses”, approved March 3, 1921, as amended;
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. McMILLAN of South Carolina:

H. R. 5275. A bill to revive and reenact the
act granting the consent of Congress to the
State Highway Department of South Caro-
lina to construct, maintain, and operate a
free highway bridge across the FPee Dee
River, at or near Cashua Ferry, 8. C., ap-
proved April 30, 1940; to the Committee on
Interstate and Forelgn Commerce.

By Mr. RANDOLPH:

H.R.5276. A bill to amend the act en-
titled "An act to provide for the payment to
certain Government employees for accumu-
lated or accrued annual leave due upon their
separation from Government service,” ap-
proved December 21, 1944; to the Commlittee
on the Civil Service.

H.R.5277, A bill to grant certain addi-
tional basic authority to the Civil Service
Commission; to the Committee on the Civil
SBervice,

By Mr. GORDON:

H. J. Res. 309. Joint resolution authorizing
the President of the United States of Amer-
ica to proclaim October 11, 1946, General
Pulaski’s Memorlal Day for the observance
and commemoration of the death of Brig.
Gen, Casimir Pulaskl; to the Committee on
the Judiciary,

By Mr, GRANT of Indiana:

H. J. Res. 310, Joint resolution authorizing
the President of the United States of Amer-
ica to proclaim October 11, 1946, General
Pulaski’s Memorial Day for the observance
and commemoration of the death of Brig.
Gen. Casimir Pulaski; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. WALTER:

H. Con. Res. 123 Concurrent resolution re-
declaring the policy of the Congress with
respect to reports required to be submitted
to it which relate to the disposition of cer-
tain surplus property; to the Committee on
Expenditures in the Executive Departments,

By Mr. CANNON of Missouri:

H. Res. 408. Resolution providing an allo-
cation from the contingent fund of the
House to the Committee on Appropriations
for expenses of studies and examinations
under House Resolution 50; to the Commit-
tee on Accounts.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:
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By Mr. CANNON of Missouri:

H.R.5278. A bill to legalize the admission
to the United BStates of Virginia Harris
Casardl; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr, DAVIS:

H.R.5279. A bill for the rellef of Dixle
Margarine Co., a Tennessee corporation, of
Memphis, Tenn.; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. D’EWART:

H. R. 5280. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to sell certain lands in the
State of Montana to Lindly Nelson; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

H.R.5281. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to sell certain lands in the
State of Mentana to Robert Nelson; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

H.R. 5282. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to sell certain lands in the
Btate of Montana to Clarence Huso; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

H. R.5283. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to sell certain lands in the
Btate of Montana to Everett H. Hanson; to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. EARTHMAN:

H. R.5284. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Lucy
T. Harris; to the Committee on Claims.

H.R.5285. A bill for the relief of Ben
Thomas Haynes, a minor; to the Committee
on Claims.

By Mr. LEA:

H. R, 5286. A bill for the relief of Claude R.
Hall and Florence V. Hall; to the Committee
on Claims,

By Mr. JENNINGS:

H, R. 5287. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Cecile

W. McAfee, Sarah McAfee, and Haven H.

- McAfee; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. McGLINCHEY :

H.R. 5288. A bill for the relief of Warren N.
Miller; to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. REECE of Tennessee:

H.R.5289. A bill for the relief of Alfred
Arrowood; to the Committee on Military
Affalrs, .

H. R. 5290, A bill for the relief of Solon P.
Haun; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RAYFIEL:

H.R.5281, A bill for the relief of Morris

Zucker; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. WALTER:

H.R.5292. A bill for the relief of Second
Lt. Ephraim D, Yates; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

1503. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Letter
from American Legion Post, No. 21, Kenosha,
‘Wis., in opposition to the Veterans' Adminis-
tration establishing a contact officer within
the varlous counties or districts; to the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans' Leglslation.

1504. Also, petition of Junker Ball Post,
No. 1865, Veterans of Foreign Wars, Kenosha,
Wis., in opposition to the Veterans' Adminis-
tration establishing a contact officer in
Eenosha County; to the Committee on World
War Veterans' Legislation.

1505. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the
Colorado State Association of County Com-
missioners, petitioning consideration of their
resolution with reference to amendment of
the Soclal Security Act to permit reciplents
of old-age assistance to reside in public in-
stitutions; fo the Committee on Ways and
Mesans.

1506. Also, petition of S8gt. Thomas R. Clark
and others, petitioning consideration of their
resolution with reference to demobilization
of men overseas; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs,

JANUARY 30
SENATE

WEDNE:SD:\Y, JANuary 30, 1946

(Legislative day of Friday, January 18,
1946)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Our Father God, who art the Love
that never forgets and the Light that
never fails, Thou hast taught us that
when we lend a hand to Thy earthly
children in their striving for life and
light we hallow Thy name, Grant us,
we beseech Thee, courage, patience, wis-
dom, and vision for the living of these
days on ages telling. Enrich us with the
durable satisfactions of life, so that the
multiplying years may not find us bank-
rupt in those things that matier most,
the golden currency of faith and hope
and love. We ask it in the Redeemer’s
name. Amen.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was communi-
cated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one
of his secretaries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed a bill (H. R, 4437 to
provide for the return of public em-
ployment offices to State operation, to
amend the act of Congress approved
June 6, 1933, and for other purposes, in
which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. BARKLEY. Isuggest the absence
of a guorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and

the following Senators answered to their
names:;

The

Alken Gurney O'Danlel
Austin Hart Pepper
Bailey Hatch Redcliffe
Bankhead Hawkes Reed
Barkley Hayden Robertson
Bilbo Hickenlooper Russell
Bridges Hill Saltonstall
Briggs Hoey Shipstead
Buck Huffman Smith
Bushfield Johnson, Colo. Stanfill
Butler Johnston, 8. C. Stewart
Byrd Kilgore Taft
Capehart La Follette Taylor
Capper Langer Thomas, Okla.
Chavez Lucas Thomas, Utah
Cordon McCarran Tobey
Donnell McClellan Tydings
Downey MeFarland Walsh
Eastland McKellar ‘Wheeler
Ellender MeMahon Wherry
Ferguson Magnuson White
Fulbright Maybank wiley
George Mead Willis
Gerry Millikin Wilson
Gossett Murdock Young
Green Murray

Guffey Myers

Mr. HILL. Iannounce that the Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the Sena-
tor from Louisiana [Mr. OveErTON], and
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the Senator from New York [Mr, Wac-
NER] are absent because of illness.

The Senator from Florida [Mr. Ax-
DREWE], the Senator from Nevada [Mr.
CarviLLE], and the Senator from Wyo-
ming [Mr. O'MasONEY] are necessarily
absent.

The Senator from Washington [Mr.
MirrcHELL] is absent on official business.

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Coxn-
waLLY] is absent on official business as a
representative of the United States at-
tending the first session of the General
Assembly of the United Nations, now
being held in London.

The Senator from Delaware [Mr.
TunnNeLL] is absent on official business
as a member of the Mead committee.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] is absent on
official business as a represenfative of
the United States attending the first ses-
sion of the General Assembly of the
United Nations, now being held in
London.

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
Barrl is absent because of illness.

The Senator from Illinois [Mi.
Brooxks], the Senator from Maine [Mr.
BrewsTER], and the Senator from
Oklahoma [Mr. Moore] are necessarily
absent.

The Senator from California [Mr.
Krowrann] is absent on official business
as a member of the Mead committee.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sev-
enty-nine Senators having answered to
their names, & quorum is present.

LOAN TO GREAT BRITAIN—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that a message re-
ceived from the President of the United
States a few minutes ago be laid before
the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the "Chair lays before the
Senate the message from the President
of the United States which the clerk will
read.

(For text of message this day received,
see proceedings of House of Representa-
tives, on p. 586.)

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the message, with the ac-
companying agreement, will be referred
to the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency and printed.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to introduce a joint
resolution carrying out and implement-
ing the recommendations made by the
President in his message.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the Sen-
ator from Kentucky?

Mr. LANGER. I object.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will
the Senator withdraw his objection?
All I seek to do is to introduce a joint
resolution and have it referred to the
committee, It is important that the
matter be considered promptly. We ex-
pect to have open hearings on the sub-
ject. I hope the Senator will not pre-
vent the introduction of the joint
resolution.

Mr. LANGER. I am sorry, but I can-
not withdraw my objection.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from North Dakota ohjects.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina
obtained the floor.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, may I
propound a parliamentary inguiry?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Senator will state it.

Mr. BARKLEY., Under the present
legislative status in the Senate, is it pos-
sible to introduce this joint resolution
without unanimous consent?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, In
the opinion of the Chair, it would not be
at this time.

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr,
JomnsTon] has the floor.

INVESTIGATION OF STARVATION
CONDITIONS IN EUROPE

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, will
the Senator from South Carolina yield to
me so0 that I may ask unanimous consent
to read a brief telegram?

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. I
yield provided I do not lose the floor.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to read a brief
telegram.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the Senator may proceed.

Mr. CAPEHART. The telegram is
addressed to me and reads as follows:

Notre Dame, INp.
Benator Homer CAPEHART,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

The administration and faculty of the Uni-
versity of Notre Dame, assembled in meeting,
commend you for your recent action together
with 33 of your colleagues in regard to the
starvation prices In Europe, and bring to
your attention the following resolution which
we have sent to the President and to Secre-
taries Byrnes, Patterson, and Vinson. We
urge your continuing support.

The administration and faculty of the Uni-
versity of Notre Dame, assembled in meeting,
urge upon you the necessity of positive and
fmmediate action on the following measures:

1. Government mobilization with all speed
of food and transport sufficient to raise the
minimum diet in all countries, Including
Italy, Germany, Austria, Hungary, and the
Far East, Including Japan, to 2,000 calories a
day, and in the liberated countries to 2,600
a day.

2, Complete freedom of private relief agen-
cies such as the Red Cross, American Friends
Service Committee, Catholic War Relief Com-
mittee, and other religious groups to oper-
ate In every country, in addition to full sup-
port for UNRRA, operations of which should
pbe extended.

3. Immediate opening of the malls to Aus-
tria and Germany so that private persons may
send food, medicine, and clothing. Future
harmonious international relations and pres-
ervation of the peace require action on these
measures in conformity with the dictates of
the Christian science and American tradition
of charity. ;

PRESIDENT O'DONNELL, THE
ADMINISTRATION, AND Facurry.

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS
By unanimous consent, the following
routine business was transacted:

BOARD OF VISITORS TO THE MERCHANT
MARINE ACADEMY AND THE COAST
GUARD ACADEMY

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under
authority of law the Chair appoints the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr, McCrLEL-
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1AN] a member of the Board of Visitors
to the Coast Guard Academy and the
Senator from Maryland [Mr, RADCLIFFE]
a member of the Board of Visitors to the
Merchant Marine Academy.

PETITION

Mr. WILEY presented a resolution
adopted by the Board of Supervisors of
Milwaukee County, Wis., requesting the
War Department, Reconstruction Fi-
nance Corporation, Federal Housing Au-
thority, and the National Housing Ex-
pediter to take the necessary steps to
develop the so-called Eline plant site
needed for housing purposes for veterans,
which was referred to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

PROTEST AGAINST PEACETIME COMPUL-
SORY MILITARY TRAINING

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent fo present for appro-
priate reference and printing in the
REcorDp a letter from A. L. Ryan, district
superintendent of the Methodist Church
of Kansas City, Kans., together with an
attached statement adopted by the Coun-
cil of Bishops of the Methodist Church
at Buck Hill Falls Inn, Penasylvania, on
December 5, 1945, protesiing against
peacetime compulsory military training.

There being no objection, the letter
with the accompanying statement, was
received, referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs, and ordered to be print-
ed in the REcorp, as follows:

THE MeTHODIST CHURCH,
Eansas Crty DISTRICT,
Kansas City, Kans., January 19, 1946.
The ‘Honorable ARTHUR CAPPER,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.
My DeAr SenaTor Capper: I am enclosing
herewith a statement on peacetime compul-
sory military training, as adopted by our
Methodist Board of Bishops at a recent meet-
ing

I find myself in complete agreement with
the stand which is here set forth. I am
therefore, writing you to urge you to do every-
thing possible in harmony with the ideals
set forth in this statement.

There is certainly a betier way for the
achievement of the preservation of peace
than that which is contemplated by compul-
sory military training.

Very truly yours,
A, L. Ryan.
THE STATEMENT ON PEACETIME COMPULSORY

MILITARY TRATNING ADOPTED BY THE COUNCIL

OF BISHOPS OF THE METHODIST CHURCH AT

BUCK HILL PALLS INN, PENNSYLVANIA, DE-

CEMBER 5, 1945

With a solemn sense of responsibility to
our Nation and to our church, the bishops of
the Methodist Church desire formally to ex-
press thelr conviction that the passage of &
law requiring universal peacetime military
conscription or compulsory training is un-
wise. We believe that the protection of this
Nation and all other nations must be achieved
through international agreement and cooper-
ation and not by the unilateral action of any
one people. We express our confidence in
those principles and processes initlated at
San Francisco. We call upon our Govern-
ment to take the lead in implementing them
into a united world structure. It should not
rely for its defense upon independent stand-
ing armies but upon the broader base of an
international security guaranteed by all na-
tions for the benefit of each nation.

We believe that universal military con=-
scription in time of peace is:

(1) A denial of the spirit of the Atlantic
Charter.
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(2) A betrayal of our historic democratic
tradition.

{(3) A possible step toward bureaucratic
fascism by setting up a powerful military
caste in this country.

(4) A threat to the moral life of our youth
subjected in a crucial year to an extended pe-
riod of unwelcome futility and character dis-
integration,

The proposal is untimely in an age whose
patterns of life and national defense are as
yet unfixed because (1) new and revolution-
ary scientific discoveries are making obsolete
traditional methods of defense; {2) such an
unprecedented step may lead to a false sense
of national security; and (3) the present ten-
sion in our international relationships will be
heightened by any move which leads to sus-
“picion of our national aims and will result in
protective rearmament upon the part of other
nations. This is the path to war and destruc-
tion and not to peace and national safety. -

We call upon the Congress of the United
States to glve to the world a decisive demon-
stration of falth in the possibility of achiev-
ing a world unity resting upon good will and
mutual respect rather than upon force and
material power. The practice of the princi-
ples of the Christian religion still remains our
ultimate and most practical security.

. We reaffirm with deepening conviction the
words adopted by the general conference of
1944: “The time is at hand when the church
must rise in its might and demand an inter-
national organization which will make an-
other war impossible.”
Tae COUNCIL OF BISHOPS,
CHARLES C. SELECMAN,
Dallas, Tezx.,
Chairman of Council.
WiLLtAM C. MARTIN,
Topeka, Kans.,
Acting Secretary of Council.
Paur B. KErN,
Nashville, Tenn.,
Chairman of Commitiee
Which Drajfted the Statement.

This statement was sent to the President
of the United States, the Secretary of the
Navy, the Secretary of War, the chairman of
the Military Affairs Committee, and the
chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee of
both the Senate and the House.

TAXATION OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY—
PICK-SLOAN PLAN FOR DEVELOPMENT
OF MISSOURI RIVER VALLEY

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to present for appro-
priate reference and to have printed in
the Recorp a resolution adopted by the
York County (Nebr.) Board of Super-
visors at its regular meeting on January
3, 1946, relating to the taxation of Gov-
ernment property and the Pick-Sloan
plan for the development of the Missouri
River Valley.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was received, referred to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, and
ordered to be printed in the REecorp, as
follows: .

COPY OF COUNTY EOARD ACTION, YORK COUNTY
BOARD OF SUFERVISORS, REGULAR MEETING
JANUARY 3, 1946
The following parts of the action by the

Nebraska Association of County Officlals was

adopted, by resolution, by the York County,

Nebr., Board of Supervisors:

“II. PICK-SLOAN PLAN

“We favor the early start and completion
of the Pick-Sloan plan of development of the
Missouri River Basin and urge speedy appro-
priations by the Congress for this purpose.
We are inalterably opposed to the creation of
8 Missouri Valley Authority, as proposed In

the Murray bill, S, 555, or as proposed in any
other bill,
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Y1, NONTAXABLE REAL ESTATE

“Because of the great amount of nontaxa-
ble real estate now owned by the United
States Government, which may be retained
by the Government, Senate file 8-1518 pro-
vides that such property shall not be exempt
from taxation; therefore be it

“Resolved, That the Nebraska State Asso-
ciation of County Commissioners and Super-
visors, at this time, communicate their en-
dorsement of the bill to the Senate Commit-
tee on Finance and to respective Congress-
men and Senators. It is also urged that the
respective chairmen of county boards in Ne-
brazka communicate their endorsement sim-
ilarly and at once.

“Moved by Haggard, seconded by Rogers,
that we adopt the parts of the foregoing
resolution referring to the taxation of Gov-
ernment property and the Pick-Sloan plan
for the development of the Missourl River
Valley, and that coples of the referred por-
tions be sent to the Congressmen and Sena-
tors from Nebraska. Mction carried.”

FISH HATCHERY IN COMANCHE COUNTY,
OKLA.—REPORT OF A COMMITTEE

Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. President, from
the Committee on Commerce, I ask
unanimous consent to report favorably
without amendment the bill (8. 396) pro-
viding for the transfer of a certain fish

hatchery in Comanche County, Okla., to -

the city of Lawton, Okla., and I submit
a report (No. 909) thereon. The bill has
the approval of the Secretary of the In-
terior, as will appear from a. letter from
him which is made a part of the report.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the report will be received,
gnd the bill will be placed on the calen-
ar.

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE

As in executive session,
The following reports of a committee
were submitted:

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on
Foreign Relations:

Executive A, Seventy-ninth Congress, sec-
ond session, a protocol to extend for 1 year
from October 1, 1945, with certain modifica-
tions, the Inter-American Coffee Agreement
signed in Washington on November 28, 1940
(Exec. Rept. No. 1);

Executive B, Seventy-ninth Congress, sec-
ond session, a protocol dated in London
August 31, 1945, prolonging the interna-
tional agreement, regarding the regulation of
production and marketing of sugar, which
was signed 1n London May 6, 1937 (Exec.
Rept. No. 2);

Vice Adm. Alan G. EKirk, United States
Navy, to be Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary of the United Stttes to Bel-
gium and to serve concurrently snd without
additional compensation as Envoy Extraor-
dinary and Minister Plenipotentiary to Lux-
emburg; ‘

Leon L, Cowles, of Utah, now a foreign-
service officer of class 6 and a secretary in the
dlplomatic service, to be also a consul of the
United States of America;

Robert Lacy Smyth, of California, now a
foreign-service officer of class 2 and a secre-
tary in the diplomatic service, to be also a
consul general of the United States of
Amerlca;

Elbert G. Mathews, of California, now a
foreign-service officer of class 6 and a secre-
tary in the diplomatic service, to be also a
consul of the United Btates of America;

Sydney B. Redecker, of New York, now a
foreign-service officer of class 2 and a secre-
tary in the diplomatic service, to be also a
consul general of the United States of
America:
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Merritt N. Cootes, of Virginia, now a
foreign-service officer of class 5 and a secre-
tary in the diplomatic service, to be also a
consul of the United States of America;

Edward P. Maffit, of Missouri, now a for-
eign-service officer of class 5 and a secretary
in the diplomatic service, to be also a consul
of the United States of America;

B. Roger Tyler, Jr., of West Virginia, now
a foreign-service officer of class 6 and a secre-
tary in the diplomatic service, to be also a
consul of the United States of America;

Willlam Witman 2d, of Pennsylvania, now
a foreign-service officer of class 6 and a secre-
tary in the diplomatic service, to be also a
consul of the United States of America;

Sundry persons for promotion in the
foreign service of the United States,

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the
second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. ELLENDER:

B.1775. A bill for the relief of Walter J.
Barnes Electric Co. and Maritime Electric-
Co., Inc., and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Claims,

By Mr. THOMAS of Utah:

5.1776. A bill to authorize the exchange
of certain land at the Benicia Arsenal, Cali-
fornia; to the Committéee on Military
Affairs.

(Mr. WILLIS (for himself, Mr. HArT, Mr.
Hawgkes, Mr. HICKENLOOPER, Mr. SMIiTH, Mr.
SranFiLL, Mr. WiLEY, and Mr. Youwna) intro-
duced Senate bill 1777, to assist the agencies
of scientific and technological education and
the development of the Nation and to estab-
lish a National Science Foundation, which
was referred to the Committee on Com-
merce, and appears under a separate head-
ing.)

By Mr. HATCH:

5. 1778. A bill to establish and maintain in
the General Land Office a record of title to all
lands held by the Federal Government; to
the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

By Mr. PEFPPER (for himself, Mr.
GEORGE, Mr. LA FoLpLETTE, and Mr.
TAFT) :

5.1779. A bill to authorize the Federal
Security Administrator to assist the States
in matters relating to sbeial protection, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

PROPOSED NATIONAL SCIENCE
FOUNDATION

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I should
like to introduce a bill and make a few
remarks in relation thereto, without
taking the Senator from Sowth Carolina
from the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HoEy
in the chair). Does the Senator from
South Carolina yield for that purpose?

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
I yield only if I may hold the floor.

Mr. WILLIS. I ask the Senator to
yield with the understanding that he
will not be taken from the floor,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Indiana asks the Senator
from South Carolina to yield, provided
the Senator from South Carolina is not
taken from the floor.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
That is the only condition under which
I will yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there objection to the Senator from In-
diana introducing a bill and making a
statement with relation thereto? The
Chair hears none,

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, on be-
half of myself, the Senatar from Con-
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necticut [Mr. Harrl, the Senator from
New Jersey [Mr. Hawxkges], the Senator
from Iowa [Mr. HIcKENLOOPER], the Sen-
ator from New Jersey [Mr. Smrte], the
Senator from EKentucky [Mr. STANFILL],
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
WiLey]l, and the Senator from North
Dakota [Mr,. Younc], I am introducing
this bill dealing with the formation of a
National Science Foundation.

There is a special reason at this time
for the introduction of this bill. For
more than a year bills providing for
Federal aid to science in some form have
been in Senate committees. On October
8, 1945, three subcommittees of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs and the Com-
mittee on Commerce joined in holding
hearings on proposed legislation to cre-
ate a National Science Foundation.
Chief among the bills so considered are
8. 1297 and S. 1285, referred to because
of their sponsorship as the Kilgore and
Magnuson bills,

In the hearings on these bills, the
joint subcommittees called 100 witnesses
and printed about 1,000 pages of testi-
mony, but no substantial agreement un
a proper bill came from these labors.
In the end—toward the close of the last
session before the Christmas recess—a
new bill, 8. 1720, was introduced in an
gg;)ﬂ. to reach an agreement to report a

The reason for these difficulties is
plain to anyone who will read the pend-
ing bills and the hearings upon them.
Fundamental division of opinion exists
upon the far-reaching character of these
bills as they relate to political controls
over science, over the form of adminis-
trative structure as between a directing
board or a single head, over patent and
national defense features of the bills,
over the way in which Federal money
would be distributed, and over the effect
of such a distribution on science itself.
I could continue with these reasons, but
it is not my purpose at this time to go
into the merits of this legislation. I
merely wish to point out the situation
as we now find it in these committees.

The chief reason for controversy is
that the pending bills offer no real dif-
ference in approach to this very impor-
tant problem. Both of the major bills,
8. 1297 and S. 1285, together with the en-
tirely new bill, S, 1720, coming from the
sponsor of S. 1297, Mr, KILGORE, involve
a large Government agency, politically
responsible and politically controlled.
No alternative to the philosophy of
state-controlled science has been before
the joint committee.

Scientists who spoke at the hearings
had no alternative approach to consider.
Except for the one problem of whether
there should be a board or a single head
in charge of this vast science program,
almost no testimony was produced on
the vital question of the administrative
structure and methods of operation of a
National Science Foundation. The chief
question before the witnesses was wheth-
er the Federal Government should aid
science; and of course most of the wit-
nesses approved the proposal for Fed-
eral aid. Few of the witnesses consid-
ered how this was to -be done. Few
spoke of the specific provisions of the
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bills. I doubt if the scientists who ap-
peared—many of them eminent men—
would be for any bill which means Gov-
ernment control, political interferénce,
or restrictions on the freedom of scien-
tific thought and action. The pending
bills do involve those questions very ma-
terially, but few witnesses turned their
opinions in that direction largely be-
cause there was no other hill to raise the
question of a different approach to Fed-
eral aid of science.

‘We are now in this position: The pend-
ing bills have been rewritten and revised
many times and no agreement has been
reached on apy one of them. In these
circumstances, an entirely new bill,
8. 1720, was introduced a few weeks ago.
This new bill makes the same approach
to the problem as did the previous bills;
and it contains many new and contro-
versial features.

In these circumstances the committees
in charge of the hearings must undoubt-
edly reopen the hearings for further tes-
timony. Certainly the committees could
hardly report out a new bill claiming the
support of testimony taken on previous
and different bills—especially when the
new bill raises questions on which con-
troversy exists and on which there is an

absence of testimony on the crucial point |

of administration. 3

Since a renewal of hearings will and
certainly should be undertaken, another
means of accomplishing this aid to sci-
ence should be put before the commitiee
s0 as to provide an alternative approach
to this problem.

That is the purpose of the hill I am
now introducing. The whole subject of
Federal aid to science is far too important
to be settled without exploring all proper
methods. The bill I now offer is based
on proved American experience which
Has developed American science from its
infancy to the pinnacle of leadership.
It safeguards the independence of science
at the same time that it provides for
Federal financial support of science. It
eliminates political conirol far more than
does any of the pending bills. It leaves

the scientist free to determine the needs

of science, and yet arranges to correlate
science with the development of the Na-
tion. It fosters world-wide scientific co-
operation.

The bill itself is a simple one. It pro-
vides for the formation of an independent
corporation by 50 of the most distin-
guished leaders in the Nation, scientists
and laymen. With full powers, properly
safeguarded, this corporate body of dis-
tinguished men and women would be en-
trusted with the responsibility of evaluat-
ing the changing needs of scientists, re-
porting to Congress, and allocating the
funds Congress appropriates for the pur-
pose,

For 80 years the National Academy of
Sciences has functioned quietly and effi-
ciently on the same principle. Since
1917 the National Research Council, as-
sociated with the Academy, has done
likewise. The war record of these two
distinguished scientific bodies is worth
any Senator’s study in connection with
the question of Federal aid to science.
Without the Academy and the National
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Research Council, the work and achieve-
ments of the OSRD, the WPB, and other
agencies dependent on science would
have been severely handicapped. The
Red Cross, which, as we all know, has
distinguished itself at home and abroad,
in peace and in war, is organized on the
same principle as the one embodied in
this bill. Such institutions as the Acad-
emy and the Red Cross are eloguent
proof that the principle of an independ-
ent body, free of Government interfer-
ence and free of peolitical control, is a
sound and desirable one.

Mr. President, that is the principle in-
corporated into the bill for Federal aid
to science which I now offer. I ask that
it be referred to the Committee on Com-
merce, which has other science-aid bills
before it. There I hope it will receive
proper consideration because of the
splendid alternative it offers to the pres-
ent controversies over Federal aid to
science. J

Myr. President, I send the bill to the
desk and ask that it be printed in full
at the close of my remarks,

There being mno objection, the bill
(S. 1777 to assist the agencies of scien-
tific and technological education and
the development of the Nation, and to
establish a National Science Foundation,
introduced by Mr. WiLLis (for himself,
Mr. Harr, Mr. Hawxkges, Mr. HicKeN-
LOOPER, Mr. SmIiTH, Mr, STANFILL, Mr,
WiLey, and Mr. Younc), was received,
read twice by its title, referred to the
Committee on Commerce, and ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.—

DECLARATION OF POLICY

SecrioN 1. Congress hereby recognizes that
the energetic development and application
of the Nation’s scientific and technological
resources are essential to progress and pros-
perity. The purpose of this act accordingly
is to ald other agencles In advancing the
Nation's sclentific and technological educa-
tion and development, and in particular to
supplement moneys now and hereafter forth-
coming from private sources, by such appro-
priations as Congress, acting upon the advice
of the National Science Foundation, herein
created, may make available.

ESTABLISHMENT OF INDEPENDENT OFFICE

8ec. 2. There is hereby created, as an in-
dependent agency of the Federal Govern-
ment, the National Science Foundation, a
corporation, the initial members of which
shall be 50 distinguished men and women
representative of all sections of the Nation,
recognized leaders in the fields of funda-
mental science, social sclences, medicine,
engineering, and education, and lay-persons
of recognized standing in public affairs,
selected solely on the basis of established
records of distinguished service without ref-
erence to any political, social, or religious
factors. The President of the United States
shall select and appoint these initial members
of the Foundation from among nominations
requested by him from the National Academy
of Sclences for those fields within the
province of the academy and from recognized
national organizations in those fields outside
the province of the academy.

Sgc. 8. The National Science Foundation
shall consist of not more than 50 members,
and the said corporstion hereby constituted
shall have power to make its own organiza-
tion, including its constitution, bylaws, and
rules and regulations; to fill all vacancies
created by death, resignation, or otherwise;
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to provide for the division into classes; to
appoint a chief executive officer and a staff
and to pay their salaries from moneys that
may be available for that purpose; and in
general to do all other matters needful or
usual in such institution, and to report the
same to Congress annually.

SEgc. 4. (a) The National Science Foundation
shall hold meetings at such times and places
in the United States as it may designate, and
the Foundation shall examine into and re-
port to Congress annually upon the mone-
tary needs of American institutions devoted
to higher education and the pursuit of
knowledge in regard to research and tralning
in all departments of science as well as aid
by means of scholarships and fellowships in
these departments, and disburse such funds
as Congress may provide.

(b) In matters relating to the depart-
ments of science represented in the National
Academy of Sciences (the physical and bio-
logleal sciences and mathematics), including
‘basic medicine and engineering, the Founda=-
tion shall in discharging its functions re-
gquest advice from the Academy (an agency
incorporated by Congress, March 3, 1863,
to advise Government in matters of science
and art). With regard to matters outside
those fields within the province of the Acad-
emy, it shdll request the advice of recog-
nized national organizations in the appro-
priate fleld. The Foundation, however, shall
not be obligated to follow advice so requested
if it is contrary to its own judgment.

SEc. 5. The Foundation shall foster the
maximum publication and disssemination of
scientific discoveries and techniecal informa-
tion of scientific value and may publish or
arrange for publication of such discoveries
and information.

Sec. 6. The Foundation is hereby author-
ized with the approval of and through the
Secretary of State to cooperate in any inter-
national research activities consistent with
the purposes of this act and to conclude
agreements with foreign governments or
agencies thereof facilitating the acquisition,
dissemination and exchange of sclentific and
technical information. The Foundaton
shall, from time to time, in cooperation with
the SBtate Department and other interested
governmental agencies appoint from nom-
inees of scientific and professional associa-
tions official representatives to accredited
International scientific congresses and meet-
ings and defray the expenses of such repre-
sentatives.

Sec. 7. The National Science Foundation
is authorized and empowered to receive by
devise, bequest, donation, or otherwise,
either real or personal property, and to hold
the same absolutely or in trust, and to invest
and manage the same in accordance with the
provisions of its constitution, and to apply
said property and the income arising there-
from to the objects of its creation and ac-
cording to the instructions of the donors:
Provided, however, That Congress may at any
time limit the amount of real estate which
may be acquired and the length of time the
same may be held by said National Science
Foundation.

Sec. 8, Neither the Foundation nor any of
its members shall receive any compensation
whatever from Congress for any of the serv-
vices which it performs, but the actual ex-
Ppenses incurred in the discharge of its duties,
Including travel and subsistence of mem-
bers in discharge of their duties, may be paid
from appropriations which may be made for
the purpose.

BEc. 9, Congress shall have the right to re-
peal, alter, or amend this act at any time.

Sec. 10. In order to provide for the organ-
ization of the Foundation and the making
of an initial report and recommendation to
Ccngress there is hereby appropriated the
stim of $100,000.
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Mr. WILLIS. I express to the Sen-
ator from South Carolina, my apprecia-
tion for his courtesy to me.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED

The bill (H. R. 4437) to provide for
the return of public employment offices
to State operation, to amend the Act
of Congress approved June 6, 1933, and
for other purposes, was read twice by
its title and referred to the Committee
on Education and Labor.

ATOMIC BOMES IN INTERNATIONAL SO-
CIETY—ARTICLE BY SENATOR THOMAS
OF UTAH

[Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and obtained
leave to have printed in the REcorD an article
prepared by him on the subject Atomic
Bombs in International Society, published
in the October 1945 issue of the American
Journal of International Law, which appears
in the Appendix.]

- AMERICA'S PRODUCTION PROBLEM—
ADDRESS EY SENATOR WILEY

[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the ReEcorp a radic address
on the subject of America's production
problem, delivered by him on January 29,
1946, which appears in the Appendix.]

THE AGRICULTURAL SITUATION IN
NEBRASKA—ADDRESS BY SENATOR
BUTLER

[Mr. BUTLER asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the Recorp an address
delivered by him at Columbus, Neb., January
25, 1946, to the Nebraska State Convention
of the NRECA, which appears in the Ap-
pendix.]

RECLAMATION—ADDRESS BY SENATOR
BUTLER

[Mr. BUTLER asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the Recorp an address
delivered by him in Lincoln, Nebr., January
28, 1946, at the annual meeting of the
Nebraska Reclamation Association, which
appears in the Appendix.]

OUR INTERNATIONAL POLICIES—AD-
DRESS BY HON. ALF M, LANDON

[Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp an address en-
titled “Our International Policies,” deliv~
ered by Hon. Alf M, Landon, of Kansas, be-
fore the Eansas Women's Republican Club

.annual meeting at Topeka, Kans., on January

28, 1946, which appears in the Appendix.]

UNITED STATES EMPLOYMENT SERVICE—
DISCUSSION ON THE AMERICAN FORUM
OF THE AIR

|[Mr. MURRAY asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the REcorp a discussion
of the subject “Should the USES be turned
over to the States immediately?"” held on the
American Forum of the Air, January 8, 1946,
which appears in the Appendix,]

THE PRESIDENT'S NATIONAL HEALTH IN-
SURANCE PLAN—POLL OF WASHINGTON
RESIDENTS

[Mr. MURRAY asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp a poll of residents

of Washington, D. C,, in relation to President
Truman's national health insurance plan,
Which appears in the Appendix.]

THE AMERICAN INDIAN AND GOVEERN-
MENT—ARTICLE BY BYRON BROPHY
[Mr. BUSHFIELD asked and obtained leave

to have printed in the Recorp an article en-
titled “The American Indian and Govern-
ment,” by Byron Brophy, which appears in
the Appendix.]

JANUARY 30

PARITY FRICES FOR AGRICULTURAL
COMMODITIES

[Mr. BUSHFIELD asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the Recorp a statement
on parity prices for agricultural commodities,
prepared by C. C. Hanson, secretary of the
Association of the Southern Commissicners
of Agriculture, which appears in the Appen-
dix.]

NO DEFENSE PLAN—ARTICLE BY JOSEFH
AND STEWART ALSOP

[Mr, HILL asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp an article entitled
“No Defense Plan,” written by Joseph and
Stewart Alsop, and published in the Wash-
ington Post of January 30, 1946, which ap-
pears in the Appendix.|
OFERATION OF PACKING PLANTS BY

GAYLE ARMSTRONG—EDITORIAL FROM

ROSWELL (N, MEX.) DAILY RECORD

[Mr. HATCH asked and obtalned leave to
have printed in the REcorp an editorial deal-
ing with the appointment of Gayle Arm-
strong to operate for the Government meat-
packing plants, published in the Roswell (N.
Mex.) Daily Record of January 25, 1946, which
appears in the Appendix.]

IMPROVEMENT OF THE UNITED STATES
ARMY—EDITORIAL FROM YANEK

[Mr. TAYLOR asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp an editorial re-
garding suggestions for the improvement of
the United States Army, from Yank for
December 21, 1945, which appears in the Ap-
pendix.]

THE CASTE SYSTEM IN THE ARMY—EDI-
TORIAL FROM THE SATURDAY EVENING
FOST
|Mr. TAYLOR asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp an editorial en-

titled “Barrack Room View of the Brass,” from

the Saturday Evening Post of January 5, 1946,

which appears in the Appendix.]

JOURNAL OF THURSDAY, JANUARY
17, 1946

The Senate resumed the consideration
of Mr. Hoey's motion to amend the
Journal of the proceedings of the Senate
of Thursday, January 17, 1946.

Mr, JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President, inasmuch as we have been
debating Senate hill 101, which ofttimes
has been spoken of as the Fair Employ-
ment Practice Act, let me say, as I have
said on previous occasions, that the name
is a misnomer insofar as the bill is con-
cerned. It should be called a bill to take
‘away the human rights of all the people
of the United States. I say that for the
reason that the bill would be far-reach-
ing in its effects, and would actually take
away from every employer the right to
hire, fire, and increase salaries of em-
ployees. The bill may be intended to
care for some discriminations, but at the
same time it would take away all those
rights.

I have been amused in the Senate to
listen to the debates on this bill and to
see arise on this floor and speak time and
time again Senators who have sponsored
the bill but who acknowledge defects in
almost every paragraph of it. Anyone
who has listened to the discussions
knows that to be true. Some Senators
have actually stcod on the floor of the
Senate and suggested that the bill be re-
committed—not sent back to the com-
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mittee from whence it came, namely, the
Committee on Education and Labor, but
sent to the Judiciary Committee. I can
imagine why some Senators wish to have
the bill go to the Judiciary Committee.
They would like to have some of the de-
fects of the bill ironed out, since there
are so many defects in it. Such Sena-
tors want the lawyers of the Senate—the
legal committee, so to speak, of the Sen-
ate—to see whether they can cure the
defects which have been called to.their
attention time and time again. The
public wonders why so many Senators
are trying fo explain this proposed legis-
Tlation, not only to the Senate, but to the
people of the United States. We are ex-
plaining it because we fear that the peo-
ple of this Nation have been misinformed
greatly in regard to what the bill would
do if it were enacted into law.

Let us look for a few moments at the
bhill as it is now drawn. It undertakes
overnight, by the enactment of a law,
to say to the people of our country, *No;
you shall not have any feeling about any
beliefs, any religions, or any nationali-
ties. No. Overnight you must do away
with every bit of that.” If Senators will
only discuss that mattetr with a psy-
chologist they will find that such a re-
sult would be impossible to accomplish,
because the environment in which one
is reared goes with him throughout his
life, even to the grave. That is true
in every section of the United States.
Certain peculiarities may exist in one
section of a State. In my State persons
living in different sections often differ
with each other in regard to various
matters, because of their early environ-
ment and the doctrines which were in-
culcated in them while they were young.
It is impossible to get away from that
situation by passing a bill designed to
interfere with the views entertained by
citizens of the Nation, and if such a bill
were enacted into law I am fearful that
it would not be possible to enforce it.

Mr, President, in my hand I hold a
statemer.t which was prepared and sent
to me from Anderson, S. C. The state-
ment was prepared on behalf of the
Anderson Daily Mail and the Anderson
Independent Tribune.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mor. President, will the
Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc-
CLELLAN in the chair). Does the Senator
from South Carolina yield to the Senator
irom Georgia?

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. I
yield.

Mr. RUSSELL. Are the papers to
which the Senator referred published
by a former distinguished Member of this
body, Mr. Wilton E. Hall?

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
He is the editor and coowner of both
newspapers. He has also recently com-
pleted a term as the head of the news-
papermen’s association in South Caro-
lina.

Mr. RUSSELL. The position which
he occupied was that of president of the
South Carolina Press Association.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Yes. An investigation was made in An-
derson, S. C. Representatives of the
newspapers to which I have referred were
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sent to interview all businessmen in the
locality., I now read from the statement
which was prepared as a result of such
interviews:

The Fair Employment Practice Commis-
sion legislation, if enacted into law, would
be a farce, as far as small-business men in
Anderson, questioned by a Daily Mail reporter
yesterday, are concerned. Included in the
survey were Negro workers and white em-
ployers alike, who admitted that they did not
know what the proponents of the FEPC were
seeking. e

They believe Anderson represents an aver-
age southern town, and those businessmen
questioned yesterday represent average small-
business men throughout the South. They
were of the opinion that the FEPC seemed to
have a “hidden” meaning in “fair employ-
ment,” and that it was a bad bill and could
never be enforced if it were passed by Con-
gress.

“I believe it would be a bad law, and could
never be enforced,” one employer said. His
opinion was that such a law would only
cause confusion and do nothing toward solv-
ing interracial relations in the South, “if
that is a purpose of the bill,” he said,

One Negro included in the survey was a
veteran of 21 months in the South Pacific.
He told the reporter that he had discussed
racial relations with white soldiers in the
Philippines many timeés, There was some
argument about racial segregation, he said,
but he pointed out that neither the Negro
soldiers nor the white soldiers could deter-
mine just what was meant by discrimination,
when applied to white and Negro races.

The Negro pointed out that neither he nor
many of his race had been able to determine
Jjust what the proponents of FEPC were seek-
ing “If they want to improve racial relations
between the white people and the colored
people, then the FEPC will do nothing but
cause confusion. The guestion of personal
feeling is too big,” he said.

Those Negroes questioned yesterday ad-
mitted that they had not heard of any clear
definition of fair employment practices, and
told the reporter that they did not see how
any such law would improve racial relations
in the South. None would charge that they
had been discriminated against, and again
asked “What does the Congress mean when
they say ‘discrimination’?”

Most of the employers pointed out that
they had built their businesses up over a
period of years, and held to the belief that
they had the right to hire anyone whom
they saw fit and would conduct their busi-
nesses accordingly. They sald that any such
legislation as the FEPC had too many loop-
holes to be successfully enforced upon the
people.

Anderson has no large labor unions, and the
closed shop is virtually unknown. Those in=
cluded in the survey yesterday were con=
vinced that the closed shop was discrimina-
tion, and they said that until such a measure
was included in any law to enforce any form
of compulsory employment, the fair-employ=
ment enactment cf Congress could not even
hold any hope of enforcement,

The survey showed that the average south=-
erner believes that proponents of FEPC are
trying to reach too many intangible things
that exist in the problem of racial relations
in the South. They believe that those fa-
voring fair employment practices are at-
tempting to use the power of numbers to
pass the measure, instead of digging into the
facts involved where the law would affect
the majority of the people. They believe
that the FEPC is aimed directly at the South,
and that it would be no fair enforcement in
any part of the Nation,

Negroes and white persons alike pointed to
the racial troubles of northern cities, and re-
fused to believe that legislation designed to
curb these troubles would serve the same
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purpose in the South. They again pointed
to the intangible problems facing the two
races in the South, and said that the most
prominent problem confronting the average
southerner is a friction between personali-
ties which no law on earth can prevent.

In answering questions put forth by the
reporter, those included in the survey brought
up the matter of States’ rights, and held to
a strong bellef that the FEPC is trespassing
these rights, They could not understand
how representatives of other parts of the
Nation could successfully campaign for the
welfare and well-being of the South.

It was conceded by all questioned that if
any other Btate adopted a fair-employment
practice commission of its own, it possibly
would solve some of the labor problems of
that State, but never, they said, would such
a law serve any purpose other than to con-
fuse and bring about more problems than
already exist for the people of South Caro-
lina.

Mr. President, I have read a statement
which was prepared in Anderson Coun-
ty, S. C. Anderson County is the county
of my birth. I believe I know the feel-
ings of the people of that county. I
know that their feelings are not unlike
the feelings of persons living in other
counties of the State.

I now come to Spartanburg County.
That county has a large industrial cen-

Ik

Mr. President, taking up where I leff
off, let me say that I live in what is
known as the industrial section of South
Carolina, that is the Piedmont section.
For the information of the Senate I may
say that during November and December
1945, 26 percent of all the cotton spindles
running in the entire United States were
in South Carolina. That shows that my
State is rapidly becoming an industrial
State. But I should like to call the at-
tention of the Senate to a condition that
cannot be changed. For some unknown
reason it will be found that the indus-
tries in my State are located in the Pied-
mont. It will be found that in my State
the colored people are not so numerous
in the Piedmont section. In some coun-
ties in the lower part of South Carolina,
not the section from which I come, there
are three or four colored persons to one
white person. The reverse will be found
in the Piedmont section, from which I
come. There it will be found that there
are three or four white people to every
colored person.

Why do I go into that? I mention it to
show that the colored people of my State
are principally located in the part of the
State which is engaged in the business of
agriculture. In the Piedmont section,
the industrial section, a majority of the
white population live. The people in
the southern part of my State have been
trained to raise cotton, corn, wheat, oats,
potatoes, cabbage, tobacco, and products
of that kind. When the Congress wants
to do something, then, to benefit the
colored race, let it help agriculture.
When the Congress subsidizes any com=-
modity grown on the farm and holds
prices up, guaranteeing that producers
will receive a certain high price for the
commodity, then it helps the colored race
of my State. The representatives of my
State in both the House and the Senate
have at all times advocated help for
agriculture.
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As I read a few moments ago from
reports in the Anderson Daily Mail, it
is not believed that this bill can be en-
forced in my State, and practically it
will not be enforced. It does not cover
the farms where the colored people in
my State are principally found; but if
this bill is passed it will affect them. In
what way? Not in the way suggested
in the first paragraph of the bill but in
the reverse of the suggestion in the first
paragraph, because, Mr. President, when
the races are stirred up in any Siate—
and this bill would stir them up—the
trouble would not be confined to those
whom the bill covers but would spread
to the 85 percent of the colored race in
my State whom this bill dees not cover.
If prejudice were stirred up against the
races, the white against the colored and
the colored against the white, then what
would happen to that 85 or 90 percent
in the farming area of my State? So, it
should be apparent that those who are
proposing to pass this bill are playing
with dynamite so far as my State is con-
cerned and so far as many other South-
ern States are concerned.

When a man living in the country
reads the newspaper stories about the
fair employment practice bill and then
reads the bill, under which an aecused
person may be tried by a commission
perhaps in Puerto Rico, perhaps in Chi-
cago, or perhaps in Harlem, N. Y., or
some other place, it is easy to imagine
what that man will begin to think even
gl_'l]r;ugh he may not be covered by the

111,

We had such legislation as this on an-
other issue that could have been settled
without having a bloody war; but we have
begun again to fan the fire between the
South and the other sections. Surely,
Mr. President, we must all be aware that
the South, the colored people along with
the white people, have been penalized
enough in the past.

Mr. President, some time ago the Con-
gress pased a hill giving to what are
known as the land-grant railroads the
right to charge the Government stand-
ard rates although the railroads had
agreed and contracted when they were
built through the West and the North-
west to give the Government a substan-
tial reduction of the normal rates. Un-
der the rates provided under the Land-
Grant Act the Government saved $20,-
000,000 a month, month after month,
because of the reduced rates for which
the 7railroads carried Government
freight. I wonder how much they have
taken from the South by the discrimina-
tory freight rates during the many years
such rates have been in effect. If it is
desired to do something for all the
people of the South, white and colored,
then let us equalize the freight rates.
After the War Between the States and
on down through the years there grew
up rules and regulations prescribing
freight rates from one section of the
United States to another. My State at
first could not build any cotton mills.
It was necessary first to obtain an ad-
justment of freight rates. Then when
the South got an adjustment of rates,
what happened? Anyoné who will go
through the New England States will see
what happened. Cotton mills were
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moved from New England to the place
where they belong. Why haul a large
bale of cotton &ll the way up to Massa~-
chusetts in order to have it made into
cloth? The railroads gave a cheap rate
on the raw cotton carried to the North,
but for hauling from South Carolina to
the North cloth made from cotton about
40 percent—not 40 cents, but 40 per-
cent—more was charged than for haul-
ing the cloth over the same railroad
from the Nortl to South Carolina. Yet
it is said there is no diserimination.

Then when the Interstate Commerce
Commission a few weeks ago decided
that they had to readjust those freight
rates, they changed them more or less
according to Mason and Dixon's line—
I call it and I have always called it the
Smith and Wesson line, above which is
the area known as official territory—and
said there was charged too high a rate
below that line, and the rates must have
been too low above it, for they said they
would switch them a little, and take 10
percent off the Southern rates and put
10 percent more on the rates in official
territory, showing that they believed the
rates in the South were 20 percent too
high. That was done by the Interstate
Commerce Commission—not by South
Carolinians, not by southerners, but by
a Commission representing all the people
of the United States.

The pending bill is certainly a far-
reaching measure. It does not meet with
the approval of anyone who looks to the
future of our great couniry. I do not
believe that anyene can study the bill
and vote for it in toto. Every one of
the authors of the bill to whom I have
talked says, “We will change it so as to
provide for trial by jury.” I dare say
they would. They would nave to do so
later, even if they did not put it in the
bill. “We will cut down the penaliy.
We think that is toe severe.” The pen-
alty provided is $5,000 and a year in jail.
Furthermore, if an employer were found
guilty of not hiring someone today and
probably hiring him dey after tomor-
row, there could be taken away from
him the right to contract or to do busi-
ness. He would be put on the blacklist.
That is what is said, that his name would
be made known all over the United
States. That is in the bill. I did not
put it there, the authors of the bill did
that.

My, President, I am proud I come from
the South. Always the South will be
found coming to the fore when any at-
tempt is made to lynch, so to speak, the
Constitution of the United States. That
is what this bill does; it lynches the Con-
sitution. Talk about antilynching laws!
There should be one against lynching the
Constitution. That is what is being at-
tempted in this particular bill.

Mr. President, let me show how a trial
wolild be conducted under the bill. As
a lawyer I have participated in trials,
and I know exactly how the proposed
Commission will undertake to try a man.
They will meet, for instance, this morn-
ing, and say, “Mr. B, you are alleged Lo
have discriminated against Mr. C be-
eause you hired Mr. D instead of Mr, C.
We want to hear what you have to say
about it.” So they start taking testimony.
When one goes into court he puts his
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witnesses on the stand and they testify,
““This happened in such and such a place.”
The trial before the Commission may be
in Chicago, although the act may have
happened in South Carolina. We know
whose witnesses will be in the first place.
A little businessman would not have
money enough to run all over the United
States, yet he could be taken to Chicago.

When testimony is taken in a court,
rules of evidence govern the procedure.
But what do we find in this bill? Under
it a man may say, “I have an affidavit
from Mr. So-and-So that I brought along.
Mr. Brown could not come, and I brought
this affidavit, and I ask that the hear-’
ing agent let this be admitted in evi-
dence.” Any lawyer within the hearing
of my voice knows exactly what would
take place in a court trial, but in this
hearing, the hearing agent will say, “Yes,
we will receive that for what it is worth.”

The affidavit is read, and, oh, it is
strong. The respondent has no chance
to eross-examine the witnesses, he has
no chanee to look any witness in the
face to see how he looks, to see whether
or not he is lying or is telling the truth.
He will not even have a chance fo look
at him to see whether he locks like the
brother of the man who made the al-
legation in the first place.

In the affidavit, everyihing is alleged.
An entire case is made out. The witness
says, “Yes, I was present that day when
So-and-So appeared before the employer
and asked for the job, and I could tell,
from the way the employer acted and the
way he looked at the other persons in the
office, that he was turning the applicant
down because he was either of some other
nationality or some other race.”

Mr. President, the affidavit is put in
evidence. After it is placed in the evi-
dence the Supreme Court of the United
States could not reverse a deeicion based
on it, because it is something the Com-
mission can hang its hat on. There
msay be just a little bit of truth in the
affidavit, or there may be no truth in it;
it may be a lie; but it constitutes some-
thing in the evidence that points prob-
ably at discriminatien in the case.

Mr. President, that is what we are
facing. That illustrates why every man
has the right to have his witnesses in
court. That is why every man has the
right also to be tried by a jury before
he is convieted and sent to jail. That is
why the people of England hundreds of
years ago rose against their King and
said, “We must have some rights,” and
one of the rights they demanded and
received was the one that is here being
taken away from the people—ihe right
of trial by jury.

Another thing, Mr. President. Let us
say a good old break-down for the col-
ored people is going on in my State.
Let us say they have a colored orchestra
there which is doing a fine piece of play-
ing, and they decide to hook it on to the
radio and let people elsewhere enjoy it.
If there are more than six people em-
ployed, a white person could come for-
ward and say, “I want to be a member
of that orchestra.” That is how far
reaching the bill is.

A church may employ more than six
people in its headquarters, let us say, in
Nashville, Tenn. I will take my own de-
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nomination, for instance, the Baptist
denomination, which employs more than
six in its office in Nashville. They do
business all over the Southern States, not
in one State only. Their business is in-
terstate commerce. Under the bill it can
be said to the Baptist Seminary in Nash-
ville, Tenn., “You have to employ col-
ored people in the office here, too. You
have to employ some to teach here in the
school.” That is how far reaching this
bill is. Knowing the sentiments of both
white and colored, can anyone believe
that is for the best interest of the peo-
ple? Can anyone think the people want
that?

In South Carolina the colored people
have organized some mighty good base-
ball teams. I do not think they would
like to have white boys on their teams,
from what I have heard from them.
They want to play their own game; they
want to be left alone.

I notice, when I go to New York, that
the colored people have congregated in
Harlem. That is due to an inborn in-
stinct, It will be found that the mem-
bers of races congregate together; they
want to be together. They do not want
other races to interfere with them. That
is nothing but human nature. It has
always been true in the past. By this
bill there is an attempt to change some-
thing that God made. We did not make
it. God made my face white and made
some other face yellow and some other
face black. I did not do it. Congress
cannot change that state of affairs.

A person who goes into the backwoods
in South Carolina will find that some
colored people there paint only the
fronts of their houses white. On inquir-
ing why that is done the reply is made
that it is to keep out the “hants.” They
are afraid the “hants” will come into the
house at night and kill them, so the front
of the house is painted white to keep
them out. That is one of the peculiari-
ties of some colored people. That pecu-
liarity cannot be changed overnight.

As I said a few moments ago, it will
also be found that the colored people
have seen fit to keep mostly to the south-
ern area of my State. The whites have
gone to the upper part of the State. The
upper part of my State is closer to the
mountains and the climate is a little
colder. After the colored people in the
South were set free, for some reason they
stayed in the South. They did not go up
North and get for themselves ‘“a mule
and 40 acres.” They stayed down South
because the weather there suited them
better, the climate suited them better,
the conditions of life there suited them
better. They wanted to stay with their
own crowd. That is human instinct, and
it cannot be changed by legislation.

Mr, President, there are so many
things which enter into the question
which is now before the Senate that we
had better go slow, we had better watch
what we are doing, lest we take action
that might result in great chaos in the
United States. It might result in stir-
ring up discontent rather than helping
the Negro. I want to help the Negro. I
warned the newspapers in my State to
try to keep quiet respecting the racial
question, because the more it is talked
about, the more it is agitated, the worse
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the situation becomes.
feeds on itself.

Mr. President, could we enact a law
which would succeed in making one love
a Jew or hate a Jew? Could we enact a
law which would succeed in making one
love a colored man or hate a colored
man? No. Iam speaking for the South,
and I say that it will be found that in the
South the colored man has advanced
during the last 20 or 25 years as rapidly,
if not more rapidly, than any other race
has advanced in all the history of the
world. Learn the facts and see if that
is not so.

Mr. President, this bill in effect says
to a man, “You are discriminated
against.” BSuch a bill stirs up race an-
tagonism. Senators will notice that the
bill is not sponsored by those who are
particularly interested in the people of
the South. I am interested in the people
of my South, both white and black, I
know that if the income of the people of
my State is increased it will result in
raising the standard of living in my
State. But if something is done which
will make the members of either the
white race or the colored race think that
the members of one race are doing an
injustice to the other, it will be found
that friction will immediately develop.
If two sticks are rubbed against each
other long enough fire will result. Suf-
ficient friction can result from the pas-
sage of the pending proposed legislation
to cause serious trouble.

Mr. President, I am here today to tell
the world that the South did not start
this movement. I have heard Senators
say on this floor, “You who are from the
South know more about how fo handie
the colored race than I do,” and then
they turn around and say, “But we will
tell you how to run things down in your
part of the country.”

Mr. President, I am not going to
tell a Senator from a State whose main
industry is mining how to carry on the
mining industry. While I am Senator
from South Carolina I shall not do such
a thing. I do not know anything about
mining, and I am not going to tell Sena-
tors from mining States how to run their
business. Iam not going to tell a Senator
from a great cosmopolitan center such as
New York, Chicago, or Detroit how to
handle the affairs of a great city. But I
can tell the Senate how we handle our
affairs in South Carolina; and that with-
out having any trouble. In Scuth Caro-
lina we follow the instinct which is in-
born in the colored race as well as the
white race, and let the two races segre-
gate themselves. They do it themselves.
In most place we do not have fo segre-
gate the races. In towns where there is
no segregation it will be found that the
colored people live on a cerfain street.
No one makes them stay there, but it will
be found that they go there automati-
cally. Leave that up to them.

Mr, President, I venture to say that if
six colored people were to go to New
York, without anyone interfering with
them or telling them where fo go when
they reached New York, if they were sim-
ply turned loose, in less than 10 days
after they got to New York, even if they
had to walk all over the town, they would
be found in Harlem, with the other col=
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ored people there, I think everyone
realizes that to be true. Then why are
we trying to build up a dam, so to speak,
to push back the water against some-
thing that we know is fundamentally
wrong? If we do ‘hat we will have more
outbreaks such as there were in Detroit.
I warn Senators that if we pass this bill
trouble will result when members of the
two races get together.

We might as well call a spade a spade.

In my State, when some white boys go
into a colored settlement we occasionally
hear that one of the white boys has been
cut up, If he had stayed in the white
settlement he probably would not have
been cut up. The opposite is also true.
Let white boys go to what is called a
Negro “hot spot,” and trouble is likely
to result.
. Mr. President, I am trying to bring to
the attention of the people of the United
States what I believe to be for the best
interest of all the people, not simply for
13,000,000 peopile, but for 140,000,000 peo-
ple. What I now urge is for the bene-
fit, as I believe, of all the people of the
country. I am not speaking simply for
the interest of 13,000,000 people, or for a
group of 5,000,000 or 6,000,000 people.

Mr. President, referring to the Jewish
people, I will say that I do not know of
any Jews who voted against me in South
Carolina. Their vote shows how I feel
toward them and how they feel toward
me. When I was going to college I
worked in a store conducted by a Jew.
However, there are some people—and I
hate to say this—who do not like Jews.
And some Jews probably like the people
of their own race a little better than they
like the people of other races. That is
human nature, and the bill cannot
change human nature and legislation
never will. I fear the enactment of this
bill, however, will do harm to our great
country.

I have before me an article from the
Manufacturers’ Record of January 1946,
written by George H. Fisher, chairman,
labor committee, American Society of
Industrial Engineers. I read one or two
paragraphs:

Race is the only basis upon which nature
herself segregates the peoples of the earth.

The yellow people have stayed to-
gether. The white people have congre-
gated, and the colored people have con-
gregated in the past.

For the sake of compatibility soclety segre-
gates according to age in our schools, accord-
ing to sex in rest rooms, according to re-
ligion in churches, according to occupation
in union halls, according to politicdl bellefs
in parties, according to height, weight, ex-
perience, skill, and so forth, in industry, No
one has seen fit to object to such subdividing
for the sake of convenience or for other prac-
tical reason. Yet, taking their cue from the
leftist race agitators, our intellectuals in the
labor movement somehow find it immoral to
segregate, as nature herself has done since
the dawn of history, on the basis of race,

This is not my statement. This is the
statement of the writer of the article.

In thousands of test cases it has been
found that 95 percent of all Negro haters
can be cured through the natural-assimlla-
tion method if the element of force is ab-
sent., In the large northern cities racial
problems are being solved in this fashion on
& practical scale. Not only in industry but
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in the fields of housing, religlon, polities,
and so forth, whites and Negroes are associat-
ing together in perfect harmony when coms-
mon sense and imagination are applied in-
stead of crack-pot soclal dogmatisms, which
seek to compel by legislation that which is
best accomplished by free-will action.

Raclal intolerance is an emotional malady,
and It cannot be curbed through legizlation
any more than drunkenness was curbed by
the Volstead Act. When world peace is re-
stored and we can consistently preach
against hatred of all races and peoples then
we will again make headway with our
brothers-under-the-skin thesis. But at a
time when ail the world and its races are
entangled in a hopeless criss-cross of de-
liberately-spawned hatreds we are foolish in-
deed to saddle ourselves with legislation
that can only insure the continuation of
the same kind of hatreds.

During the past several years there
have been promulgated in this country
certain theories of government—and
this is one of them—and philosophies of
life directly contrary to those under
which this Government was founded
and on which this Nation was builded.
When this country started there were
two schools of thought. Omne of them
wanted a strong national government,
to control everything, I am glad to say
that those of that school of thought were
not in the majority. Our great leader,
Thomas Jefferson believed in the masses.
He believed in freedom of thought, free-
dom of speech, and the other great free-
doms about which we talk. We have
heard a great deal in late years about
the “four freedoms.” They are nothing
new.

If Jefferson’s philosophy had not been
followed, and we had tried in the United
States to make sll the people and all the
States act alike all the time, even the
War Between the States would not have
been lost. There would have been
enough to have fought against that
theory, and to have won.

So far as the South is concerned, I am
one of those who believe that the South
would have been far better off if the
War Between the States had been won
by the Southern Confederacy, because
ever since the War Between the States
something has been popping up from
time to time as a result of efforts to try
to penalize the South. Anyone wha
reads history knows that what I am
saying is true. We have been discrimi-
nated against to the extent of hillions of
dollars in freight rates alone. For a
long while the South was kept from
having industries; but, thank the Lord,
we are getting them now. Water can-
not be rrevented from running downhill.
Industries belonz irn the South, and they
cannot be kept from going there.

The West had better wake up, too. It
is in the same situation so far as freight
rates are concerned. It is asleep, and
does not know that anything has hap-
pened. I am reminded of the story
which I heard about a colored boy in the
First World War. The colored boy and
a German were engaged in a fight.
Both of them had been disarmed and
were going at it with only their fists.
Suddenly the colored boy happened to
think about the straight razor which he
carried in his pocket. He reached into
his pocket and got it, and made one swipe
at the throat of the German. The Ger-
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man jumped back and said, “You didn't
touch me.” The colored boy said, “Just
wait until you turn your head, and you
will see.” [(Laughter.]

The same thing is true of the West. As
soon as the West wakes up and wants
some industries, particularly in the
Northwest, it will find that its head is
completely cut off so far as freight rates
are concerned, and it cannot do a thing
until there is an adjustment of freight
rates.

It was inevitable that sooner or later
this gquestion would come to a head, and
that there would be a fight to the finish
between the two divergent views about
which I was speaking a few moments ago.
This has happened in the introduction of
Senate bill 101, the so-called fair em-
ployment practice bill. The sponsors of
the bill brought it before Congress when
they knew, and everyone else who had a
grain of sense knew, that they would have
a fight on their hands. They have not
seen anything yet. The fight has just

- begun, so far as I am concerned.

The bill proposes to make permanent
the FEPC, a bureaucratic control origin-
ally set up by Executive order as an emer-
gency war measure. It is proposed,
through a permanent act, to prohibit dis-
crimination in employment because of
race, creed, color, national origin, or an-
cestry. When I read all those words and
realize all that they cover, I am forced
to laugh. I know that such a law would
be a farce, just as the newspapers back
home said it would be.

Mr. President, what is the veiled in-
tent and ultimate purpose of this meas-
ure? We people of the South take the
position that certain provisions of the
bill relate to proposals in connection
with the conduect of our Government in
which we do not believe and upon which
we think we should not agree to com-
promises. Is there any cause to do so?
Would the bill bring about any good re-
sult? I think we should consider that
point.

I hope no Senator joined in introduc-
ing the bill because he hoped that there-
by he would obtain a few more votes in
the nmext election. I hope no Senators
have done so. I certainly did not stir it
up. I do not run for office again until
1950; I shall be here until 1951, I hope,
God sparing me. I am not speaking in
an effort to gain any votes in any elec-
tion; but I believe that if the attempt
to pass the bill continues, probably at
some future date someone will lose some
votes, one way or another. It seems to
me that those who continue to stir up
strife and discontent will be likely to lose
some votes. I would hate to see anyone
lose votes on account of this bill, but
such might become the case. AsI stated
when I spoke on this bill the other day—
and I spoke then for approximately four
hours and half—Mr. Dewey, in New
York, probably did not gain many votes
or much influence because of his support
of the bill which was adopted in his State.
From the looks of things, it seems to me
that conclusion is justified. He had the
legislature of his State pass a luke-warm
kind of bill which is virtually nothing as
compared with the bill which now is be-
fore the Senate of the United States.
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The New York biil does not provide for
putting men in jail or fining them $5,000.
Under the law in New York the proce-
dures will be more or less subrosa. Of
course, in our college days we found that
sometimes some of the things done in the
{raternities were more or less subrosa or
under cover; and similarly we find that
in the State of New York, under the
provisions of the New York FEPC law,
everything is being kept rather gquiet.
But, Mr. President, they have a tiger in
the cage, and they do not dare to turn
him loose. That is what the situation in
New York amounts to.

All lawyers know that many persons
find it very easy to believe that they have
been willfully discriminated against or
willfully injured. When I was engaged
in the practice of law I represented
thousands of laboring people in my
State, and I know something about the
matter of discrimination. Many times
people are discriminated against, but
many other times they simply imagine
they are being discriminated against.
All too often such injuries exist only in
the minds of the persons who complain.
So we see how easy it would be under
the provisions of the pending bill for a
Chinaman or a colored man or a Jap or
someone else to claim that his failure to
obtain a certain job was because dis-
crimination was practiced against him.
Mr. President, the pending hill would stir
up, not one, but thousands and thou-
sands of lawsuits throughout the United
States. It would cause much bad feeling
between the races, instead of developing
good feeling. That is what I believe the
bill would do. I challenge anyone to
ask any person who has studied the pe-
culiarities of the various races to sum-
marize his findings. Any person who has
made such studies will admit that every
race, it matters not what race it may be,
has certain peculiarities, and that often
the members of a race which has been
more or less subdued and which finally
has emerged will feel they are still being
penalized, even though such is not the
case. Of course, sometimes they are jus-
tified in such beliefs.

Mr. President, we might just as well
try to pass a law declaring (hat all God-
fearing men shall go to heaven. It would
be just about as sensible to try to pass
such a law as to try to pass the bill which
now is before the Senate, and it would be
just about as sensible to believe that by
passing such a bill the desired resulis
would be obtained. That is the way I
feel about the pending bill, Mr. Presi-
dent, and I believe that all other Mem-
bers of the Senate will feel the same way
if they will lock into the facts and will
consider the peculiarities of the various
Taces.

So, Mr. President, this bill is, in fact,
exceedingly dangerous to the whole Na-
tion, though it be aimed, as I see it,
directly at the South. This infamous
measure is but the eulmination of a se-
ries of discriminatory acts against the
South which extend as far back as the
reconstruction days immediately follow-
ing the War Between the States. I have
previously mentioned that point.

In considering this iniguitous bill, Mr.
President, let me say there can be no
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question about its main intent or pur-
pose. It would control the relationships
between the races. I ask all Senators to
read the bill and see if they do not find
that that would be the case. The bill
seeks to set up certain restrictions and
regulations which the people of the South
would never accept, unless at the point
of a bayonet or because they were re-
quired to do so by sheer force. Thatisa
strong statement, Mr. President, but it is
justified by the very nature of the pend-
ing bill. Public opinion against its pro-
visions is so strong that even force could
not quell the assertion of the people’s
rights under the Constitution.

Mr. President, the South has no race
problem. In the South we do not have
any race riots. Although many persons
have cried out about antilynching laws,
we do not hear of any lynchings in my
State. Just trust us to handle the situa-
tion down there, and we will take care
of it. We have had no lynchings in more
than 20 years, That cannot be said for
Harlem or for other parts of New York,
I believe. In that locality they may not
call it lynching; they may merely say
that some of the gangsters have been
teaming up and shooting people down.

Long ago the people of the South set-
tled the race question in the only sensible
way in which it could be settled, namely,
by segregation. Segregation is not dis-
crimination but, instead, it operates for
the benefit of both the black and white
races. It will be found that in the South
the members of the two races live in
segregated communities. There is an
old saying that “birds of a feather flock
together.,” Races do the same, There
was no law which made them segregate,
but they automatically adopted that sys-
tem because they wanted to associate to-
gether., That is the way in which the
situation has been handled in the South,
and it has been handled very satisfac-
torily.

Mr. President, the South will not ac-
cept any measure which has the un-
doubted intent of destroying segregation,
and at the same time permit social equal-
ity between the races. We believe that
the colored people should have their col-
leges, their elementary schools, and their
churches. If they desire communities,
they may have them also. Let them re-
main in them. Let the rest of us leave
them alone.

The people of the South believe that
they are the best friends of the colored
race. Why should we not be their best
friends, Mr. President? We know that
we have them with us. They will remain
with us, and if they are not allowed to
help build up our State they will pull
it down. That being true, why should
certain persons in other States come to
South Carolina and tell us how to con-
duct our affairs? While I was Governor
of the State, on certain occasions, I told
some persons who tried to interfere with
our race problem to get out. If they
come around pestering us too much
again, I may repeat what I then said.
Sometimes such persons will back away
when the governor comes forward and
tells them where to step and where not
to step. We do not want to be obliged
to follow such a course. But that is what
we are confronted with when there is
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forced upon us legislation of the kind
which is now before the Senate,

Mr. President, a great deal has been
said about the laboring man. Let me
say that I have been favorably inclined
toward labor, and have made many
speeches on the stump in behalf of labor.
But I assert now that labor is being done
a disservice by forcing upon us in the
State of South Carolina, and in other
States of the South, a bill of the type
which is now under consideration, I do
not have to tell a sensible man whether
legislation of this type would be bene-
ficial to the laboring man. God knows
I want him to be organized. I think that
it is necessary for him to organize in
order that he may secure his rights. I
am stating faets, and mnothing else.
When a representative of the FEFC
comes to my State and asks, “Did you
do this or did you do that,” I am fearful
of what the results will be. I am speak-
ing in behalf of the interests of the labor-
ing people of not only my State but of the
entire Nation. I believe that every good
South Carolinian would do the same.
I know the feelings of the people who
are required to work. I toiled in the
cotton mills for 10 long years. I wove
in the cotton mill. I worked as a sec-
tion man in the cotton mill. I was em-
ployed in many cotton mills, and played
baseball as a member of the teams of
those mills against the teams of practi-
cally every other mill that was in exist-
ence in South Carolina at the time. I
repeat that I know the feelings of the
people who work in those mills. I am
now telling the laboring man what will
result from any movement having as its
object the passage of a bill such as the
one now pending before the Senate. I
ask labor to turn the situation over in
its mind and see if the pending bill would
result in any benefit to labor in my State.

I am talking straight from the shoul-
der and trying to give the laboring man
some facts which I believe could be used
in behalf of all the people of my great
State. We do not wish to see enacted
legislation which will stir up strife, and
do a great deal of injustice not only to
the colored man but to all the laboring
people of my State, as well as those of
other Southern States.

Mr. President, I believe that it is only
those outside the southern region of the
United States who have not settled the
race problem, and do not seem to know
how to settle it, who are interested only
in promulgating the enactment of meas-
ures which affect race relations. The
people of the South believe that the han-
dling of the race problem is a matter for
local self-government. The people who
desire to have enacted such a bill as the
FEPC bill have the privilege of support-
ing it, but the people of any State not
desiring such a bill should not have it
forced upon them. The people of my
State believe in local self-government,
In my State we have more than 1,500
school districts which are operated by
the trustees of the respective districts.

So far as possible, the State refers ad-
ministrative matters affecting the school
districts to the counties and in turn, the
counties refer them to the school dis-
tricts. Do Senators know why that is
true? It is true because the people in
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South Carolina believe in local self-gov-
ernment.

Mr. President, the circuit court judges
of my State, 14 in number, are elected
from their judicial circuits. The reason
for that is that there is a desire to give
the people more local self-government.
It will be found throughout the South,
more so than in some other sections of
the United States, I imagine, that the
people like to run their own affairs.
They do not want an outsider coming
there and telling them what to do. If
someone from outside the State should
come down there and try even to tell the
people for whom to vote, they would re-
sent it. T have gone to other States and
made political speeches, but no one has
ever come to South Carolina and spoken
and told the people for whom to vote.
The reason is that my State believes in
State rights, and in being left alone,
They say, “You run your affairs, and we
will run run ours.”

The South sees no reason why a bill
which has almost the unanimous opposi-
tion of its people should have crammed
down its throat this FEPC measure.

Mr. LUCAS rose.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from South Carolina yield
to the Senator from Illinois?

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
I yield for a question.

Mr. LUCAS. I have no question, but
have I not, under the rules, the right to
stand, or do I have to sit down?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair rules that the Senator from Illi-
nois has a right either to stand or remain
seated. [Laughter.]

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina, I
thank the Senator from Illinois for
standing up. That is all right, so far
as I am concerned,

Mr. LUCAS. I thought I could hear °
the Senator from South Carolina better
if I were standing than if I were sitting.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
I thank the Lord for my voice. I have
never heard any complaint about people
not being able to hear me when I speak,
[Laughter.]

Mr. LUCAS. I hope the Senator does
not take any offense,

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Not at all. As I understand, 20 States
of this Union have had in their legisla-
tures proposals similar to the bill which
is now before the Senate. They must
not have thought well of the idea. A
good many of them did not even let the
measure get out of committee. Only
two of them passed such a measure, I
hope Senators will read the laws which
were passed. If I ever saw a makeshift
law, the FEPC laws of New York and
New Jersey are makeshifts. They prom-
ise people everything and give them
nothing. That is what they do. “We
want your vote, so we will pass a bill for
you. We do not want to stir it up yet
awhile until the ones who had it passed
get back in office and things get setiled
down so that we will know at whose door
to lay it.” It occurs to me that that is
the way the matter is being handled at
this time,

The legislatures of 18 States consid-
ering such legislation have rejected it.
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I am sorry the Senator from New Mex-
ico, one of the authors of the bill, is not
present. The Legislature of New Mexico
considered an FEPC bill, but, as I recall,
it did not even get out of committee.
That is the information I received from
the Senator on the floor of the Senate a
few days ago.

As I stated, New York and New Jersey
have seen fit to put some kind of an
FEPC measure on their statute books.
Has much been accomplished in New
York? If either Senator from New York
is present, I should like to know what
the law has accomplished, how much
good it has done. I should like to know
what this cure-all has accomplished in
that State. They may say, “We have
not had time yet to know just what is
going to happen.” Well, if they have
not had time, let us wait just a little
while and let us see what is going to
happen there. Let us see what the re-
action will be.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, JOHNSTON of South Carolina, I
yield for a question.

Mr. TAYLOR. The Senator asked
what the reaction has been in New York.
A few days ago I was talking to a man
from New York State who runs a coal
yard. I do not know how large or how
small or how black the coal is he sells,
but he said that the FEPC bill passed by
the New York Legislature was working
very well. I did not go into the details,
but that is what he said, and he was a
businessman there.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
The Senator talked with him?

Mr. TAYLOR. I talked with him
personally.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. T,
too, have received some messages from
New York. Only this morning I received
a letter from New York, which reads
about as follows:

For God's sake don’t let that FEPC bill
pass. It does not amount to a thing.

That is about the way the writer of the
letter, who lives in New York, expressed
himself.

It certalnly has not done any good in this
State.

That was the word I received in a
letter from New York this morning.

We heard the Senator from New Jer=
sey [Mr. Smitr] speak on the bill.
yielded the floor to him a few days ago,
and he said that, of course, they had not

_had time as yet to feel out the situation
in New Jersey, but they were hoping to
be able to analyze it in the near future.
That was his statement on this floor, or
something along that line. He also
opposed bitterly some of the features of
the pending bill. He concluded by stat-
ing that a workable bill should be sub-
mitted to the Senate.

The people of the South beiieve that
the title of the bill is a misnomer.
Everyone who has read the title of the
bill, “Fair employment”——

Mr. BARKLEY. Is the Senator in the
title business? [Laughter.]

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Yes; I am in the title business. When a
title is wrong, I always advise my clients
that there is a defect in the ftitle, and it

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

is my business now to show the defect in
the title of the bill as best I can. There
are so many defects in the title that I
cannot accept it, and I shall tell my
clients about it, and let others vote ac-

~cording to their convictions.

I would say that the title should have
been “Unfair Employment Practice Act.”
That really would have been a little bet-
ter, to my way of thinking—“Unfair Em-
ployment Practice Act.” In South Caro-
lina the people believe that such a bill
would be unfair to the employer, because
it would take away from him the right to
select his own employees.

Probably some of the Senators listen-
ing to me have employed persons. A
great many things enter into the em-
ployment of a man. A few days ago I
was talking to a man who said he never
employed a fellow who parted his hair
in the middle. I do not know why he
took that attitude, but that was his pe-
culiarity, and it would not be possible
to knock that idea out of his head. We
could not make him think differently by
passing a law. When one came to him
for a job, whatever might be his nation-
ality, he would be turned down if he
parted his hair in the middle.

Mr. President, a great many establish-
ments have what they call an employ-
ment division. If one walks into such
an establishment to get a job, they say,
“Have a seat,” and all the time the ap-
plicant is sitting there they are observing
him, looking at him, giving him the “once
over.” He may not know it, but they are
studying him from the top of his head
to the soles of his feet. They might look
at his hands and see how they looked.
I have known people to be turned down
because their hands looked too delicate
to do the work. Sometimes I have known
people to be turned down because their
hands looked too rough. So much enters
into the employment of an individual
that we cannot say that an employer is
discriminating when he furns a man
down. If a man happened fo be of a
minority race, and somebody else got a
job for which he was applying, we could
never tell him that he lost the job be-
cause he parted his hair in the middle,
or because he had rough hands, or be-
cause his hands looked too tender. He
would think he was not employed because
he belonged to some particular race.
That is what we are facing, and we might
just as well understand it.

I see sitting before me the Senator from
North Dakota [Mr. Lancer]. He knows
that in North Dakota that is what hap-
pens. If a man in North Dakota employs
someone, does he not look him all over
before he employs him? Doces he not
study him? Certainly he does. He is
really going to try to get somecne who
can do the job for him, That is what
he wants, whatever the job happens to
be. He is probably not going to turn an
applicant down because of his color or
his creed.

If one belonging to a minority race did
not succeed in getting a job he might
turn the matter over in his mind, and
when he met someone on the street he
might say fo him, “I have been discrim-
inated against.” He might continue
walking down the street telling those he
met how he had been discriminated
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against. Finally he might meet someone
who agreed with him and said, “Yes, I be-
lieve you were discriminated against”,
and they would begin to stir up trouble.
Later he might meet another man who
agreed with him, but who was more ag-
gressive, and so the trouble and the agi-
tation would grow.

It has happened that a man in walking
down the street has met someone who
said, “John, you look very bad today.”
Farther down the street he met another
fman who said, “John, you look very bad
today.” When he met a third man who
told him the same thing he really began
to feel that he was sick and went home.
He may not have been sick in fact, any
more than the man who failed to secure
employment was in fact discriminated
against, when the employer chose to em-
ploy one om he thought was better
fitted to fill the position he wanted to
have filled.

This proposed legislation is unfair to
the majority of the employees because
it would force the employer, against his
will, to place all his employees on an
equal social basis, something which both
the employer and the employees do not
want, something over which they have
no. control,

Mr. President, do majorities have no
rights in this country? Let us say an
establishment employs 49 individuals who
object to one who applies for a job be-
cause of the fact that he is a so-called
conscientious objector, who did not want
to fight for Uncle Sam. There are or-
ganizations and sects in this country here
and there whose members say they will
not fight for their country. If the 49
persons employed in the establishment
did not want such a person to work with
them should not their wishes be re-
spected? Yet this bill would make it
necessary to employ such a person
against the will of the majority.

Mr. President, I think majorities do
have rights. The Gallup poll shows that
the majority of people of the United
States do not want this bill. I can go a
step further and say that each individual
State has a right to say, by a majority
vote of the State, what its people want
in regard to matters of this kind, If it is
iniended to run roughshod over the ma-
Jjority, then I think it is time for me and
for other Senators ta do anything within
our power to preserve the rights of the
majority. One may call our action a
filibuster, or a “buster” of one kind or
another, but I think we are entitled to
cry out against this legislation and call it
to the attention of the majority of the
people of the Nation. I especially do so
now for the majority of the people of my
State. My people have spoken, and they
have made it known that they do not
want such legislation as this.

The fourteenth amendment to the
Constitution contains a provision which
may be availed of in argument on the
subject, but it does not have reference
to such a thing as employment, or any-
thing of that kind, for the Constitution
gives citizens the right to contract with
each other without being inferfered with
in such a matter as is attempted by the
establishment of a Fair Employment
Practice Commission,
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Mr. President, if this bill were to be=
come law could any of us contract freely
with an individual to work for us? No.
We would be obliged to hire the indi-
vidual whom the members of the pro-
posed Commission told us we could hire,
‘We would run the risk of hiring someone
whom it might afterward be contended
we should not have hired, because it
would be alleged we had discriminated
against another, and 6 months or a year
later a decision might be made against
us and we would be compelled to pay back
pay which it was alleged was due the one
who was not hired.

Then the question is asked why some
Senators are against the bill. Read the
bill. I wish every newspaper would print
the bill on its front page. If newspapers
want to do something good for the United
States, let them print the bill on their
front pages. Then they will find out
what will happen to it. The people as a
whole have not had an opportunity to
read and to study the far-reaching effect
of a bill of this kind, a bill which reaches
down into many little establishments
which employ six or more individuals,
and tells the employer what he may do
and what he may not do.

Mr. President, I cannot see how the
proponents of this bill can advocate such
legislation. But what amuses me more
than anything else is that, as we refer
the bill section by section, one Senator
says, respecting one section, “Oh, yes; we
want to change that section. We do not
want it to be in that form. We will cut
out a word here and a word there. We
will cut out the word ‘creed’ and insert
the word ‘religion’.” “Oh yes,” it may be
said, “creed” covers too much.

Another Senator says, “Oh yes, I will
offer an amendment. I will offer an
amendment to the bill which will pro-
vide that a person who is not a natural-
ized citizen may not object if he is not
employed. I do not think he ought to
have rights over the majority. I do not
think he ought to have the right to come
in under the bill. So I will offer an
amendment to cover that point.”

Another Senator says, “Oh yes, I think
the man accused ought to be tried in his
own State. I am willing to amend the
bill to cover that point.”

Another Senator says, “Oh yes, I think
too many of the colored race are em-
ployed by the FEPC now. Fifty-seven
percent of those employed by the present
committee are Negroes, although the
Negroes compose only 9 percent of the
population. The bill provides for the
creation of a Commission to take over
the duties of the present committee, but
the matter of employment in the Com-
mission in the future should be cared
for.”

Another Senator says, “Yes, I think
the penalty provided is too severe.” The
extreme penalty provided in it is what
killed the Volstead Act. It called for
imprisonment for 5 years, and when a
few influential individuals had hanging
over their heads jail sentences of 5 years,
the Volstead Act was killed. I am not
talking against prohibition, because I
favored it, but I say that if the terms of
the Volstead Act had been reasonable,
the Volstead Act as well as the Prohi-
bition Act would probably now still be
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in effect. If the terms had not been so
harsh and far-reaching, the prohibition
amendment would probably not have
been repealed.

This bill, Mr. President, takes in so
much territory that the Commission
could really run the whole United States.

Some Senators employ more than six
individuals. Such Senators would be
covered by the terms of the bill. Some
Representatives may not have as many
as six employees on their staffs and they
would not be affected by the bill. But
those employing more than six would
be affected by it. When a stenographer
leaves and it is necessary to employ an-
other the one doing the employing musb
be very careful lest he be accused of dis-
crimination by employing the wrong per-
son. If the bill becomes law and it is
found that many employees have been,
as may be charged, discriminated
against, it may result in a supplemental
appropriation being made to take care
of those who were not employed.

Mr. President, should this bill be
passed it would set back immeasurably
the colored race's chance for self-im-
provement and advancement of its posi-
tion in the life of the Nation. The
colored people are progressing. They
are going forward. When my little girls
know that I am trying to compel them
to do something they do not want to do,
if T am not watching them all the time
they may do what I tell them not to do.
Psychology teaches us it is not well to
tell people not to do this and not to do
that. A certain reaction eccurs in an
individual when he is told he must not
do this and he must not do that.

The only conclusion that can be
reached, therefore, is that the propo-
nents of the bill are mainly interested
in securing bureaucratic control over the
business and industrial life of the Nation
by throwing the control of employment
into the hands of a central government
bureau rather than leaving it to the de-
cisions of the individual employer;: and
that they are interested in doing it in
such a way that it must be foreed upon
the people of the South. The South will
resist such an attempt, Mr. President,
and many other people will resist this
proposed legislation when attempts are
made to enforee it. The Sznator from
North Dakota will find that business in
his State will resist it. They will not like
it when a Government agent goes there
and tells them that they are discrimi-
nating. The proponents of the bill are
interested in accomplishing their object
in such a way as to force the bill upon
the people of the South, who, in accord-
ance with their beliefs and principles,
would never accept such restrictions and
regulations. The FEPC is bad enough in
itself, and in the various regulations and
restrictions which it provides, but in the
light of its intentions and purposes, and
in view of the administration it would
receive at the hands of a Government
bureau, it is immeasurably worse.

It is bad enough to go into a courtroom
with a paid solicitor against one, but one
is in a terrible situation when the judge,
the solicitor, and the jury are “fixed.”
The FEPC goes forth and searches for
the information. Then a representative
of the FEPC sits in judgment and listens
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to the evidence. He has probably already
gone over the evidence and has already
given his opinion that the evidence is
sufficient to convict, before there is ever
a hearing in the case. Anyone within
the sound of my voice who has had any-
thing to do with the sort of trials which
are held before boards and commissions
knows that to be true. That is what we
are coming to in the United States.

We are asked to enact such a law at
this time, when the country is in tur-
moil, when we are being called upon in
the United States Senate to pass legis-
lation to care for suffering humanity,
not only in the United States, but the
world over. Think of the millions who
will probably die this month because they
lack the necessary food and clothes to
sustain life. Under those circumstances
we take up our time in the Senate on a
question which, in my opinion, can only
result in a great deal of bad feeling
throughout the Nation. So it does not
seem, after all, that we are what we
claim to be, the greatest deliberative
body in the world. I did not bring up
this question. If it had been left to me,
the bill would never have been intro-
duced, much less reported from the com-
mittee.

Visits to many sections of the country
and correspondence throughout the
whole region convincingly demonstrate
that the people of the South are deter-
mined to do everything in their power
to prevent the passage of the bill. I
think that is well illustrated by the action
of practically all Senators from the
South who speak for their States on
this question.

Many things have impeded or tended
to impede the progress of that great part
of the country known as the South. I
cannot help but mention time and
again—and I shall continue to mention—
the discrimination practiced against the
South in the matter of freight rates.
Now we are about to be confronted with
the possibility of having a ceiling price
placed upon the most substantial prod-
uce of the South, raw cotton. If a ceil-
ing is to be placed on cotton in order to
protect the purchaser, a ceiling should
be placed on everything that enters into
the finished product, and upon retail
prices in the stores, in order to protect
the people who buy cotton dresses.

Last night I was talking with my good
wife. I asked her, “What did you pay for
that little cotton dress that Sally has
on?” She said, “$5.95.” There was not
a pound of cotton in it. I doubt whether
there was half a pound of cotton in it.
I asked her, “What did you pay for a
similar dress a few short years ago?"
She said, “About $1.39 or $1.59, at the
same kind of store where I bought this
one—a store which adds odd cents to
the price.” If a ceiling is to be placed
on the price of cotton, it should be placed
on everything which enters into the fin-
ished product.

I am throwing out a warning to the
OPA, I will have to know something
about the ceiling price on cotton before
I will even vote to continue the OPA.
That is the most vital thing to my people
in South Carolina. At one time 1 vote
meant something on the gquection
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whether or not the OPA should be con-
tinued. I believe that my vote will prob-
ably be worth something: and other Sen-
ators who are interested in cotton will
probably also have some voice in the
matter. I have told the OPA the same
thing I am now telling the Senate.

The OPA said, “We will put a ceiling
price on cotton grown in the South, and
dresses which formerly sold for $1.39
may be sold for $5.95.” Everyone listen-
ing to me knows that to be true, and that
the ratio of the prices is as I have indi-
cated.

Mr. McFARLAND. MTr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. JOHNSTON of Soufh Carolina.
I yield if I am not taken from the floor.

Mr. McCFARLAND. I hope this ques-
tion will not take the Senator from the
floor.

The Senator is speaking about the
OPA, and the ceiling price on cofton.
Does the Senator believe that the OPA
ought to continue a ceiling price for a
commodity when more of the commodity
is produced than is consumed?

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Let them put a ceiling price on wheat,
or oats. More is produced than is con-
sumed.

Mr. McFARLAND. I do not believe
the Senator understands my question.
Dodes the Senator believe that eventually
OPA should be eliminated entirely?

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Absolutely.

Mr. McFARLAND. How does the
Senator think its elimination ought to
be brought about?

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
We must gradually get away from OPA
and price fixing. We must have an inde-
pendent people in the United States. We
must stop telling them what to do and
what not o do. I am becoming tired of
all boards, bureaus, and commissions.
This one is about to put me down. That
is my feeling. The more they try to
put on me, the more I will try to kick
out from under the others.

Mr. McFARLAND. Does not the Sen-
ator believe that the law of supply and
demand should govern prices?

Mr, JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
The law of supply and demand will han-
dle price fixing. If there is too much of
a certain commodity produced, the price
will be held down.

Mr. McFARLAND. What the Senator
from Arizona wished to ask the Senator
from South Carolina was this: With
respect to commodities as to which the
supply is greater than the demand,
should not price ceilings be taken off
immediately? L

Mr. JOHSTON of South Carolina, I
think so.

Mr, McFARLAND. Is not that true
with respect to cotton?

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. It
is true with respect to cotton. We have
more cofton than we know what to do
with. Every year we carry over into the
next year almost an entire year’s crop.

Now the OPA wishes to put a ceiling on .

it. I do not see why it is necessary, in
the first place. The Senator is abso-
lutely correct.
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Could anything be more insulting or
discouraging to the great number of our
citizens who earn their living by raising
cotton than a ceiling price upon their
largest money crop at this time, when we
are confronted with strikes in our vast
steel industry? We have also been fac-
ing the meat-packing industry strike, the
automobile industry strike, the textile in-
dustry strike, and the electrical industry
strike. Workers in those industries, with
Government support and Presidential
sanction, are demanding substantial in-
creases in their weekly pay. Yet the cot-
ton farmer of the South, including South
Carolina, who forms the backbone of the
industryof the South, faces the likelihood
of disaster by having the OPA place a
ceiling price upon his largest money crop.

Further to show the unfairness of the
OPA ceiling on the price of cotton, let me
say that no ceiling is placed upon the
prices of things which the farmer must
purchase in order to produce cotton. The
OPA places a ceiling on some of the first
processing. In most instances a ceil-
ing is placed on the manufacturer, and
then the goods are turned loose. After
the ceiling price is placed on the cotton
it goes into the market and is made into
a dress. The OPA says, “We cannot tell
exactly the character or quality of this
dress. If it were an Arrow shirt we would
know what price to put on it.” If the
product were named Dixie or Columbia
or some other name, a better price could
be obtained for it than for some of the
standard goods. That is the way those
things work. If children’s dresses are
made under a different name, the price
goes up, and the public at large pays the
increased price.

Mr. President, I believe that Senators
are beginning to see that no good can
come from the passage of the pending
bill. Watch my prediction. What
started as a minority will prove to be a
majority, because I predict that the bill
will never be passed.

Mr. President, I understand that other
Senators wish to speak on the bill and
bring out some facts concerning fili-
busters. We have talked about filibusters.
I do not wish to keep other Senators
from speaking on the bill, especially if
they wish to speak against it.

I ask any of the proponents of the bill
to take the bill up section by section.
Before they are through they will have
to acknowledge that it is a bad bill. That
being so, the only thing to do is to kill it.
Down home we believe that snakes are
bad, so we kill them. I believe that this
bill is & bad thing, so I think we ought to
kill it. It can be compared to a snake,
in this respect: if one starts at the front
of it, it looks pretty good. When one
look: at the front of a snake, and looks
into his eyes, the eyes of the snake do
not look bad. The same is true of the
bill. At the front is a picture of what
the proponents say it will do. But by the
time one gets into the first section the
snake sticks out his tongue. Then, when
one gets into the second section of the
bill, it becomes a snake. When we go
further and read later sections of the
bill, we see it begin to wind itself around
everything with which it comes in con-
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tact. It curls itself around everything.
So I think this bill is a snake. Down
home we kill snakes, and if it was down
home we woyld kill it. Therefore, I am
in favor of killing this snake,

Mr. President, I believe the Senator
from Mississippi said he wished to make
some remarks.

Mr. BILBO. I desire to speak, but I
do not wish to interfere with the splendid
address the Senator from South Carolina
is making.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
I understand that the Senator from Mis-
sissippi wishes to speak. If he does, I
shall yield the floor to him at this time.

Mr. BILBO. The Senator from South
Carolina has been doing good work. As
long as he is doing so well, I am glad to
have him continue,

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President, at this time I am glad
to yield to my colleague from Mississippi.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the House
had agreed to the report of the commit-
tee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ments of the House to the bill (8. 1405)
to authorize the President to retire cer-
tain officers and enlisted men of the
Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast Guard,
and for other purposes.

JOURNAL OF THURSDAY, JANUARY 17, 1946

The Senate resumed the consideration
of Mr. Hoey’s motion to amend the Jour-
nal of the proceedings of the Senate of
Thursday, January 17, 1946.

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, in the first
place I wish to read two paragraphs from
the Republican Party’s platform, adopted
at its Chicago convention in 1944:

We pledge an immediate congressional in-
quiry to ascertain the extent to which mis-
treatment, segregation, and diserimination
against Negroes who are i1 our armed forces
are impairing morale and efficlency, and the
adoption of corrective legislation.

We pledge the establishment by Federal
legislation of & permanent Fair Employment
Practice Commission.

Mr. President, I take it that there are
some Republicans who feel inclined to
support this unconstitutional, Commu-
nist-inspired monstrosity known as the
FEPC because the Republican Party in
its platform declared itself in favor of it
at the insistence of groups who gathered
in Chicago when the party platforms
were being written. But I should like to
observe that, contrary to the prevalent
belief, when the Democratic Party met in
1944 and wrote the platform upon which
it was to go before the people and request
to be retained in power, it said not a
word about the FEPC. In the Demo-
cratic Party platform there is not a line
which commits our party to support this
unfair and disastrous piece of legislation.
The Republican Party, at the insistence
of the groups which were crying aloud
for this un-American crackpot scheme,
provided for it in their platform and
offered it to the people of the country.
But the Republican Party was hopelessly
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defeated. So it strikes me that that
should be sufficient to convince my Re-
publican friends that they are under no
obligation to continue to attempt to se-
cure the passage of such legislation, be-
cause the people have, in effect, con-
demned it, or at least it was evidently a
contributing cause to the defeat of the
Republican Party’s nominee in the last
Presidential election. So no Republican
should feel under obligation to carry out
a pledge which was in a platform which
he offered to the people of the country,
but which resulted in the ignominious
defeat of the Republican Party. If I were
a Republican, I would feel that I was free
to ignore such proposed legisiation.

Mr. President, in my opposition to the
bill I can be a regular Democrat and I
can stand by the Democratic Party’s
platform and I can fight this bill to a
finish. Of course, it is true that the
President of the United States who at
that time was a candidate for reelection
was in favor of it, and he so announced.
In fact, he is the one who initiated the
FEPC and brought it to life in the United
States.

I think it would be well for us to con-
sider the genesis of the FEFC, Let us
consider how it came about. The United
States of America has been doing busi-
ness as a government for 150 years.
Our people have been hiring and firing
employees for 150 years. Through all
the years our Nation has continued to
grow and expand, until it has become
wealthy, powerful, and influential, more
so than all the other nations of the earth.
Today no one will question that the
United States is at the top. We are the
strongest, most powerful, wealthiest, and
most prosperous nation on earth, and we
did it all without an FEPC. In all the
years of our history there was no demand
for an FEPC. No United States Senator
or Representative or citizen ever made
such a proposal. '

So, Mr. President, something must
have happened, some influence must
have been injected into the body politic,
some idea must have been planted on
American soil to bring about the very
suggestion of an FEPC.

As a Senator, I was very close to the
late President Roosevelt during his life-
time. I have talked to him by the hour.
I knew something of his political philos-
ophy, his feelings, his sentiments, his
convictions, his ideas, his dreams, his
plans, his schemes. In fact, he never
seemed to hesitate to speak frankly fo
me. Some time ago I remarked that I
knew him a year before he projected his
proposition to enlarge the Supreme
Court. He went into detail and told me
why it was necessary that something of
that kind be done. During all my con-
tacts with him no mention was made
of anything resembling the FEPC.

So, Mr. President, how did it come
about, and why? As I have said before
on this floor, I dug up the genesis of the
FEPC and found it in a book entitled
“What the Negro Wants.” Dr, Logan, of
Howard University, selected 14 outstand-
ing Negro leaders to write chapters in the
book, Their names are Mary McLeod
Bethune, Sterling A. Brown, W. E. Burg-
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hardt DuBois, Gordon B. Hancock, Leslie
Pickney Hill, Langston Hughes, Rayford
W. Logan, Frederick D. Patterson, A.
Philip Randolph, George S. Schuyler,
Willard 8. Townsend, Charles H. Wesley,
Doxey A. Wilkerson, and Roy Wilkins.
Those 14 Negroes are what we call the
intelligentsia of the Negro race in the
United States. Dr. Logan had a bright
idea. He called in these Negroes and
said to them, “I want you to write a chap-
ter for a book which will be entitled
‘What the Negro Wants'.” Each one of
these 14 leaders of the Negro race pro-
ceeded in his own way to write a chapter.
Included in the book is a chapter which
was written by Dr. Logan. On page 16 of
the book he tells us how the FEPC be-
came a living monstrosity in American
life. Listen to this:

In recent years some Negroes have adapted
an old American technique for the solution
of the problem, namely, the mark on Wash-
ington. Since I sat with Mr. A. Philip Ran-
dolph and Mr. Fugene Davidson in the all-
day conference with Mayor LaGuardia and
Mr. Aubrey Williams that culminated in the
President’s Executive Order No. 8802 of June
26, 1941, I can bespeak the power of a threat-
ened march,

I do not see how anyone of this in-
tellizentsia of the Negro race, or anyone
associated with them, can talk about the
southern bloc of Senators being a group
of terrorists who are resorting to intimi-
dation and force, when we read the
following:

I can bespeak the power of a threatened
march. There are, however, definite limita-
tions on its power. Restrictions on travel
have nullified it for the duration of the war
and will probably curtail it in the crucial
period when the European Peace Conference
is held. Housing conditions in Washington
and in many other boom cities during these
same periods further restrict the number who
would march. Even under the best condi-
tions, the march can be used only occasion-
ally unless such a small number participated
as to make the march appear to be a bluff,

They believe in numbers.

I continue reading:

Constant vigilance would have to be exer-
cised against agents, provocateurs, or outside
hoodlums determined to create disorder or a
riot. I definitely favor the march on Wash=-
ington or on other cities only as a rare, dra-
matic, powerful weapon that should be used
only when all other methods have failed.

In the early days of the war prepara-
tions, when Mr. Roosevelt was notified
through. A. Philip Randolph, Eugene
Davidson, and Walter White, of the
NA/LCP, that 100,000 Negroes had been
organized to march on the city of Wash-
ington and demand that Congress pass
FEFPC legislation, the President knew
that it would mean trouble. He knew it
would mean a great deal of disturbance
in the Nation’s Capital while we were
preparing for fighting the war. Logan
sa‘d:

All day we wrestled with the President and
finally we persuaded him—

No; they did not persuade him, they
intimidated him; and he signed Execu-

tive Order 8802, which created the first
FEPC, and of which the editor of the

Louisville Courier, of Louisville, Ky., was
made chairman., He tried to operate it.
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It got foo hot for him. He resigned, and
then the President was persuaded to is-
sue another Executive order making the
FEPC a little stronger than it was under
the original order. Under the second
order the present FEPC continued to op-
erate, and is operating at the present
time,

I have shown the beginning of the
FEFC in the United States. The appro-
priation for a continuation of the FEPC
came up for consideration after the end
of the war last year. Some of us felt that
it had served its purpose if it ever had
had any purpose to serve. The only
claim asserted in its behalf was that it
had been established as a war measure
for the sake of unity. No; not for the
sake of unity, but it was said that the
FEPC had been established in order to
utilize all the manpower of the Nation in
connection with the war effort. That
was its purpose. It was also claimed
that discriminations were being prac-
ticed against certain nationalities and
certain races in this country, and that
we were not receiving their full cooper-
ation. Therefore, through the Ilong,
strong arm of the President, and under
the war powers which had been given
to the President, he issued Executive
Order 8802, which violates the Constitu-
tion of the United States and violates
the decisions of all the courts, as I shall
later show by reading the authorities.

But, Mr. President, the FEPC was a
fine thing for a favored few. When, last
year, we were asked to make additional
appropriations for the FEPC, it had in
its employ approximately 115 persons.
Strange to say, 65 of those employees
were Negroes.

Mr. President, I wish to say that I have
no prejudice against the Negro. I was
horn and reared in a State in which there
were more Negroes than in any other
State in the Union. I was born and
reared in a State in which Negroes were
in the majority. Mississippi is not like
the State of Idaho, I may say to the
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Tavrorl, where
there are less than 600 Negroes in the
entire State. The Senator does not
know anything about the Negro problem
except what he has read.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr, BILBO. I yield.

Mr. TAYLOR. The Senator from
Mississippi at least knows that any in-
terest which I have in this bill is not in-
spired by a desire to gain the votes of
600 persons.

Mr. BILBO. The Senator’s statement
is true. His interest is not in gaining
votes, at least not for himself. I do not
know about the Democratic Party.

Mr. President, a remarkable fact may
be considered in connection with the
Negro vote. There are approximately
only 13,000,000 Negroes in the United
States. I must confess that the Negro
vote controls the election of the President
of the United States. The Negro vote
is so distributed among 12 of the North-
ern and Eastern States that there are
sufficient Negro votes in those States to
control the balance of power between
white Democrats and white Republicans,
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and whichever way the Negro vote goes
in those States, so go the votes in the
electoral college. There are some per-
sons who are wise enough to know that
if they wanted to be President they must
not do anything which would offend the
Negro vote in this country. Otherwise,
they could never be President of the
United States.

Things have happened in this coun-
try which never happened before. It is
said that we must not offend the Negro.
I do not blame the Negro. He is smart
enough to know that he holds the balance
of power in connection with the election
of the President of the United States.
He is audacious enough to use that
power, to take advantage of the fact, and
make demands which are unthinkable in
the minds of men who pretend to know
something about our constitutional form
and scheme of government. That is
where all the crackpot ideas come from.
That is the group behind this proposed
legislation, that is where there is the
greatest interest in it.

It does not affect the South. In the
South two-thirds of the Negroes of the
United States live. It does not affect us,
as is shown by the fact that Mr. Roose-
velt was elected in 1944, and would have
been elected if he had not received one
single vote south of Mason and Dixon’s
line. The wise politicians behind the
bill know that, and that is why some
people are willing to violate the rights
and impose upon the rights, the consti-
tutional rights, the inherent rights, of
American citizens, by cramming all sorts
of legislation down the throats of the 12
Southern States, which did not have any-
thing to do with the election of the last
President of the United States. That is
why we are a minority.

I wish the Senator from Idaho, who sits
before me, would take that home to him-=
self. If the United States Senate were
fixing to pass a law which would affect
the welfare and peace and harmony and
unity and the economic eonditions of his
State, would he not stand here and fight
until hell froze over before he would see
his people imposed upon? That is why
we are standing here.

Mr, TAYLOR. Will the Senator yield?

Mr, BILBO. 1 yield.

Mr, TAYLOR. I wish to make just a
brief statement, inasmuch as the Senator
has asked me a question.

I would fight to protect my State, but
I do not believe I would do it by prevent-
ing my fellow Senators from ever voting
on the question, if I could. I should be
glad to let them vote, and to abide by
the majority decision, I certainly would
use whatever eloquence was at my com-
mand and whatever facts I could muster
and marshal, to try to show them the
error of the proposed legislation. Frank-
ly, I am not too familiar with the FEPC
bill. I might be against it. I will admit
frankly I am favorably inclined toward
it, but my interest is that I want to see
our democratic processes prevail, and
those who are sent here to represent the
people given the opportunity of voting
upon this measure.

Mr. BILBO,  Whether they vote right
or not?

Mr. TAYLOR. Whether they vote
right or not. What they are here for is
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to vote, and doubtless we all make mis~
takes at times.

Mr. BILBO. With the Senator’s un-
derstanding of his obligation, under his
oath as a United States Senator, if I
were a citizen of his State and he were
not willing to exhaust every means, every
effort, every technique, and resort to
every honorable means to protec{ his
people when their rights and happiness
and prosperity and peace and unity and
welfare were at stake, I would not vote
for him next time.

Mr. TAYLOR. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. BILBO. I yield.

Mr, TAYLOR. I would exhaust every
resource I felt was honorable, but I
would not feel that it was honorable to
disrupt the democratic process and pre-
vent the other Senators from voting on
the question.

Mr. BILBO. Then I will follow with
the statement that the Senator has a
very strange conception about what is
honorable. I think that I can show him
that filibustering, which has been in
practice in this Nation for 150 years——

Mr. TAYLOR. Isan old and honorable
profession ?——

Mr. BILBO. Is an old and honorable
institution. In fact, I propose to devote
the greater part of my speech this after-
noon to the history of filibustering, and
the henefits and glory, the protection
and the safety, which have been placed
in the hands of United States Senators,
who represent sovereign States as am-
bassadors.

Mr. TAYLOR. If the Senator can do
a good enough job, I might join his fili-
buster.

Mr. BILBO, It will depend altogether
upon the mental processes of my subject,
to whom I am addressing my remarks.
If the Senator declares to me he is open
to conviction, I shall undertake the job.

I am not going to take up the time of
the Senate. [Laughter.] What is the
laughter about, Mr. President? Sixty
days is not very long. I shall not take
up time this afternoon in discussing too
much of the legal effect of the proposed
bill, but it might be interesting—and I
am sorry the Senator from New Mexico
[Mr. Cravez] is not present—fo refiect
that when the bill was introduced and
was sent to the Committee on Education
and Labor, not a single witness appeared
before that committee in opposition to
the bill. The member of the committee
who was leading the fight against the
hill in the committee was forced fo be
absent from the city, and the bill was re-
ported to the Senate without his knowl-
edge or his consent, or any opportunity
to present his ideas. That is why the
committee has brought forth such a
monstrosity, and if Senators will read
the legal analysis of the provisions of the
hill, as adduced on the floor of the Sen-
ate by the good lawyers on this side of
the Chamber, I am sure they will not
vote for it. In fact, the strongest sup-
porters of the FEPC on the other side
do not hesitate fo declare openly they
will not vote for the bill unless it is modi-
fled and changed. Yet it was brought
into the Senate In the arms of my good
friend, whom I love so much, the Sena-
tor from New Mexico, and offered as a
plece of legislation to be approved by
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this body. I really think we have con-
vinced him that it needs an operation.

Mr. TAYLOR, Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. BILBO. I yield.

Mr, TAYLOR. Was not the bI]I pre-
sented as a piece of legislation, not nec-
essarily to be passed by this body, but to
be considered by this body, and if neces-
sary amended, and if a majority so feit,
to be rejected?

Mr, BILBO. No. The Senator has the
wrong idea about committees. When a
bill is introduced and sent to a commit-
tee, the function and duty of the com-
mittee is to have a hearing, and to weigh
every word in the bill, even the punctua-
tion of the bill, to analyze the bill and
analyze its ramifications and implica-
tions, and report it to the Senate as a
perfected document. Then, if any Sena-
tor on the floor of the Senate perchance
should find some idea in the bill or some
phraseology in the bill which should be
changed, it is his duty to object.

Mr. CHAVEZ, Mr. Presldent. will the
Senator yield?

Mr, BILBO. I yield to the Senator
from New Mexico.

Mr. CHAVEZ. If the Senator wants’
to know whether or not I have changed
my mind, or how I feel about it, if he
will only give us an opportunity, a ma-
Jjority of this body will vote for the bill
as it is now being considered.

Mr, BILBO. As now written?

Mr. CHAVEZ. Right now. Will the
Senator give us a chance to try that?

Mr, BILBO. Not if the Senator is in
that condition of mind. It will not do
to trust him.

For the sake of emphasis, I wish to
repeat in my speech the 12 points enu-
merated by the Senaor from North Caro-
lina [Mr. Hoeyl, who has made a good
job of analyzing the bill. His ideas are
put in such shape that if one desires to
ascertain what is the matter with the bill
all he has to do is hurriedly to read these
12 points, and he will find the guts of the
proposition.

First. It denies to any person who em-

ploys as many as six people the right to
select his own employees.

That is enough to make one vote
against the hill,

Second. It prevents hiny from discharging
an employee if he is not satisfactory.

Who would want to have a man work-
ing for him who was not satisfactory?
Some of those who are for the bill should
take this home to themselves and see if
they would like to be conducting a busi- .
ness and be required to employ someone
who was entirely unsatisfactory.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield.

Mr. BILBO. I yield.

Mr. TAYLOR. What is the use ta.klng
the bill home and studying it if we are
not to be permitted to vote upon it?

Mr. BILBO. It would be a fine educa-
tion for a man like the Senator from
Idaho.

‘Third. Tt sets up a commission of five in
Washington to have charge of the employers
of the Nation, individuals and corporations.

Think of a commission having control
even over the President of the United
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States—this commission which my friend
{rom New Mexico wants to create.

Fourth, It provides this Commission with
an army of investigators to send over the
Nation to work up clarges against employers
upon any complaints.

In other words, the bill provides that
this Commission can appoint any num-
ber of employees or sgents. It can ap-
point a thousand if it desires. I was
reading in one of the Negro newspapers,
the Afro-American, that a llegro, refer-
ring to what he wanted, said, “I pray to
the Lord that we can get $10,000,000
appropriated for the support of the
FEPC.” There is no limit to the job.

Fifth, It gives these Investigators the right
to enter a person’s place of business and ex-
amine his books-and papers without process
from any court, in an effort to get evidence
upon which to bring charges against him,

Are we to let a little peckerwood come
around, without any showing of any af-
fidavit or any profert of a writ, and go
into one’s private office and his private
books, and examine those books? It will
lead to a riot if that is undertaken.

Sixth. It forces a man to give evidence
against himself depriving him of his con-
stitutional rights, .

That is true.

Seventh. It provides for an examiner to
hear evidence and send the record off to
Washington where a decision can be rendered
against him in absentia,

No chance to be heard is to be given;
no chance to answer, no chance to plead.
They are going to convict on the ecold
record gotten up by some little pecker-
wood representing the FEPC, he being
judge, jury, and witness most of the time.

Eighth. It denies him any right of appeal
from findings of fact against him.

Ninth. It denies him a trial of his case by
a jury or before a judge of any court.

I am sure my good friend the Senator
from Idaho is not in favor of any law
passed by Congress, or by his State legis-
lature, which would deny a citizen of
this great, free Republic the right of trial
by jury, where the penalty can be $5,000
fine or a year in jail. Of course the
Senator is not in favor of such a law.
He would not swallow anything like that.

Tenth. The Commission can order the em-
ployer to hire anybody that it names and
make him pay back wages for refusing to
hire them in the first place, and it can as-
sess fines and penalties against the employer
and have him placed in jail if he refuses to
obey the orders.

Eleventh. It can have the employer
brought into the United States circuit court,
hundreds of miles from his home or place
of business, to have its orders put into effect,
and when he gets there, under this bill, the
court cannot overrule the Commission’s
findings if there is any evidence to support
them, however flimsy the court may find the
_evidence to be.

Twelfth. It provides a fine of $5,000 and
1 year in prison for any person who hinders
or interferes with the Commission or any
of its agencies in any of its works,

In other words, the Commission could
appoint a thousand employees who
would not have to take any civil-service
examination, who would not have to sub-
mit to any kind of examination. The
Commission could make up a list of a
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thousand persons, who could be Ne-

groes, whites, brown, or yellow, or any -

other color. The Commission can send
agents all over the country, and if any-
one makes a complaint anywhere,
whether it be right or righteous, pro-
vided the one who makes the complaint
belongs to one of the minority groups,
the employer will be charged with an
offense. There is no protection what-
ever in this bill for the white people, I
mean the white gentile people of the
South. Even the report written by the
chairman of the Senate committee does
not mention that at all. This bill is
only for the benefit of the minority
groups.

Senators have heard of the case in
New York of a manufacturer whose
orders for the products of his factory
were cut. He had a hundred women
working for him, and was obliged to let
some of them go. He could not carry
them all. He employed so many Negro
women, so many Jewish women, and so
many white gentile women. What did

-hedo? He fired the white gentile women

and kept the Negro women and the
Jewish women. Why? When he was
questioned as to why he did it he said,
“I did it because I did not want to be
dragged into the FEPC court. I did not
want to be subjected to a charge by the
FEPC. I did not want to go to jail.”
So the gentile whites lost their jobs.
If this bill shall ever reach the point
where it would be subject to amendment,
I shall propose one amendment. If
there is to be an FEPC, if the attempt is
made to pass a law to legislate religion
and Christianity and sentiments and fair
dealings into individuals, I shall propose
an amendment which will provide that
in any business where six or more indi-
viduals are employed the pro rata num-
ber of employees shall be on a fair and
just and equitable basis, and that the
proportion of a minority employed shall
be representative of the number of such
minority compared with the entire popu-
lation of the United States. In other
words, if there are 13,800,000 Negroes in
this country that would mean that of
every nine persons employed there would
be one Negro. If there were 18 persons
employed there could not be more than
two Negroes employed in such place of
business. That would be fair, That
would be just to the white people of this
country. That would be equitable. No
Negro could complain about that. If
there were 900 persons employed in an
establishment the proportion of Negroes
to whites would be as 100 to 800. That
is 100 Negroes to 800 whites. Would not
that be fair? Would not that be just?
Since mention has been made of an-
other minority, let us consider the Jewish
race—Jewish Americans. The Jews
object to me speaking of the Jewish
nationality. They say I am wrong in
doing so. If I am, I withdraw it, and
simply say the Jewish people. To 28
Americans who belong to some other race
or nationality there would be employed
one Jew. So an establishment that
employs more than six individuals would
not employ moré than 1 Jew to 28 others
employed by it. How do Senators think
my friends, the Jews of New York, where
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there are so many wholesale houses and
department stores, would like to have
such a law passed, under which they
would not be permitted more than one
Jewish employee to 28 others employed
in a place of business? That would be
fair, that would be just, that would be
righteous, if we are to attempt to legis-
late righteous dealings and rules into
the economic life of the country. So I
shall insist upon that amendment if the
question ever comes to that point.

Mr. TAYLOR. Does the Senator think
it ever will?

Mr. BILBO. Frankly I do not. But
I was thinking that in about 45 or 50
days we will be willing to send the bill
back to the committee in order to per-
fect it. Senators would make no mistake
if they were to send the bill back to the
committee, because I know the personnel
of the committee. Senators could have
it reported back to the Senate any day
they wanted it reported. A bill which
contains so many mistakes as this bill
contains cannot very well be amended on
the floor. So send it back to the com-
mittee and let us have a further hearing.
Let us hear the other side before the
committee this time. Let us hear both
sides. Then perfect the bill and it can
be brought back to the Senate any day
Senators want to bring it back, because
I know the personnel of the commitiee, as
I stated, and I know the committee will
send it back anytime Senators want it
sent back.

We might understand the bill better
if we would look at some of its legal as-
pects. I do not believe the bill is consti-
tutional. I do not believe the bill will
stand up in any fair court in the world,
and I will tell the Senate why. I have
been looking up some decisions of the
courts on this proposition. I wish to call
the attention of the Senate to one of
them. There is a noted case which will
be found in all the lawbooks, known as
the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway
Co. against Brown. I read from that
case:

The Kansas statute of 1887, chapter 144,
requiring an employer of labor, upon the
request of a discharged employee, to furnish
in writing the true cause or reason for dis-
charge, is repugnant to section II of the
bill of rights of the State guaranteeing free-
dom of speech, and is invalid. The duty im-
posed upon employers bj" such statute is not
a police regulation, and is an interference
with the personal liberty guaranteed to every
citizen by both the State and Federal Con-
stitutions.

What does that mean? I will read the
opinion of the court in that case. Here
was a man by the name of Brown who
was dismissed by the Atchison, Topeka &
Santa Fe Railway. He went to the rail-
road superintendent and demanded that
the railroad give him a letter or state-
ment saying why he was discharged.
The superintendent refused to doso. The
man went into court, and this is what the
Supreme Court of Kansas said. This
opinion has been approved by practically
all the courts of the country.

It may be sald that if the law i valid—

Speaking of the Kansas law—

the company need have no concern as to the
effect of its compliance with the letter of the



572

law. This leads us to the prinecipal conten-
tion of the company—that the law is un-
constitutional: that it is repugnant to sec-
tion II of the bill of rights of the State of
Eansas, which provides:

“All persons may freely spesk, write, or
publish their sentiments on all subjects, be-
ing responsible for the abuse of such right.”

It is also contended that the law is
repugnant to the fourteenth amendment to
the Constitution of the United States, which
provides: .

Listen to this, Senators:

“No State shall make or enforce any law
which ghall abridge the privileges or im-
munities of citizens of the United States;
nor shall any State deprive any person of life,
liberty, or property, without due process of
law.”

It has been conceded in argument that in
the absence of a contract of employment for
a definite term the master may discharge
the servant for any reason or for no reason,
and that the servant may quit his employ-
ment for any reason or for no reason. Such
action on the part of the employer or the em-
ployee, where no obligation is violated, is an
essential element of liberty in action. Can
one, then, be compelled to give a reason or
cause for an action for which he may have no
specific reason or cause, except, perhaps, a
mere whim or prejudice?

Get this, Senators:

Again, 1s not the freedom to remain silent—
neither to write nor publish anything on a
certain subject—involved as an element in
the guaranty that “all persons muay freely
speak, write, or publish thelr sentiments on
all subjects, being responsible for the abuse
of such right?” It would seem that the
liberty to remain silent is correlative with
the freedom to speak. If one must gpeak, he
cannot be sald freely to speak.

Listen to this, Senators:

When the relaticn of employer and em-
ployees has ceased by discharge or by quit-
ting the employment, if the employee has
been efficient and trustworthy the employer

may be under & moral obligation to benefit ~

the employee by giving him a statement to
that effect. On the other hand, if the em-
ployee has been ineficient or untrustworthy,
it may be the employer's moral duty to fur-
nish a prospective empioyer, upon reguest
or perhaps without request, a statement of
these facts. But the former employer is
under no legal obligation so to do, either to
his employee or to the prospective employer.
The public has no interest in the matter,
and in neither case can such a duty be im-
posed as a police regulation, and the attempt
by statute to Impose the furnishing of such
a statement 1s an interference with personal
liberty.

The mere matter of time requisite to com-
ply with the reguirement of the statute is
perhaps a matter of trifiing consideration,
yet if the State may compel the sacrifice
of a few minutes of the time of one person
for another, may it not compel the sacrifice
of a few days of time? Where and upon
what principle shall the limit be placed?
Again, if the employer can be compelled to
state the true cause of discharge, it implies
that he should state the facts as he under-
stands them, and the facts may be In dis-
pute and may be regarded by the employee
as libelous, Litigation may result therefrom
which might be a great burden to the em-
ployer, although successfully defended. We
think the State can lmpose no such possible
burden, As in many other relations in life,
the employer may be silent and be safe, or,
at his option, he may be courteous and ful-
fill his moral obligations. It is a personal
privilege.

The sum and substance of that hold-
ing, which has been approved by many
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other courts, is that one working for a
corporation, an individual, a firm, or
partnership can quit his job any time
he wishes. That is his right. He can
break off the contractual relation of em-
ployer and employee, and the employer
has no recourse whatsoever. On the
other hand, the courts have held that
the employer may discharge an employee
at any time, for any reason or any cause,
and the employee has no recourse against
him. The employer does not have to tell
the employee why he is being discharged.
The employee viclates the constitu-
tional rights of the employer when he
asks him to give him a statement as to
why he was discharged. If that be true,
when we start with a fool piece of legis-
lation such as the FEPC bill, we cannot
travel at all.

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. BILBO. I yield for a guestion,

Mr, STEWART. Doesthe Senator con-
strue the bill to apply to his own office
force, as a Senator from Mississippi?

Mr, BILBO. Certainly.

Mr. STEWART. Does it apply to all

parties and people?

Mr. BILBO. It applies to people in all
walks of life.

Mr. STEWART. It applies to anyone
employing more than six persons?

Mr. BILBO. Yes.

Mr. STEWART. Does it apply to a
farmer?

My, BILBO. It doesif he employs more
than six persons.

The Constitution of the United States,
which is the fundamental law upon which
this great Nation has been built, and
upon which we have thrived and become
the greatest Nation on earth, protects
a man’s rights and liberties as a free
American in a free country. When I hire
someone, there is established a contrac-
tual relationship. The employee may
break it off at any time he wishes, and
no harm is done. I can break it off, and
no harm is done. The employee may not
say anything further, and I may not say
anything further. That is the end of it.
Yet under the FEPC both the employer
and the employee are robbed of their con-
stitutional rights, guaranteed by the
g)urteent.h amendment to the Constitu-

on.

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, will

‘the Senator yield for a further question?

Mr, BILBO. I yield.

Mr, STEWART. Who determines the
question of who is an employer, and who
is an employee, in this sort of case? Sup-
pose that guestion should arise.

Mr. BILBO. One of these little pecker-
woods.

Mr. STEWART. One of the members
of the Commission?

Mr, BILBO. No; one of the littie peck-
erwoods going about the country. Most
of them will be colored boys.

Mr, STEWART. Is there any right of
appeal from such a decision to any tri-
bunal?

Mr. BILBO. It is said that the case
may be taken fo court; but what would
be taken to court? Nothing but the rec-
ord which soma little peckerwood has
written. He has been the judge, jury,
witness, examiner, and everything else.
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He has the case fixed just as he wants
it. The court cannot reach any other
decision than that which he has written.

Mr. STEWART. The case in court,
then, would be tried on the record whic..
the little peckerwood would present?

Mr, BILBO. Yes; a kangaroo court.

My, President, I have referred to a
decision by the Supreme Courf of the
State of Kansas, laying down the doc-
trine which I have described. In Mas-
sachusetts there is a peculiar rule under
which the legislature, before enacting a
law, has the right to appeal to the su-
preme court for an opinion. So the leg-
islature asked the Supreme Court of
Massachusetts for an opinion on a pro-
posal of this kind. The Supreme Cowrt
of Massachusetis said: .

In the absence of a contract, conspiracy,
or other unlawful act, the right of the indi-
vidual employee to leave the service of a
railroad without cause, or for any cause, is
absolute. The railroad has the correlative
right under like circumstances to discharge
an employee for any cduse or without cause,
It 15 an unreasonable interference with this
liberty of contract to require a statement by
the employer of the motive for his action in
desiring to discharge an employee, as this
statute in substance does, and to require
him also as a prerequisite to the exercise of
his right, to enable the employes to make a
statement in the presence of someone else—a
thing which may be beyond the power of the
employer. His freedom of contract would be
impaired to an unwarrantable degree by the
enactment of the proposed statute. The
power of the legislature to require a hearing

-in connection with the discharge of one em-

ployed under the civil-gervice law rests on
the authority of the commonwealth to direct
the conduct of its government and that of
its political subdivisions.

So the legislature had no right to enact
such a law, and the court proceeded so
to state.

I have before me another case, the
case of St. Louis Southwestern Railway
Co. of Texas versus Thomas A. Griffin.
In that case the Texas Supreme Court
said:

The citizen has the liberty of contract as
a natural right which is beyond the power
of the Government to take from him.

Is not that a wonderful right? One
may go anywhere in this great free coun-
try of ours and make a contract with a
corporation, par‘nership, or firm, get a
job, and go to work to support his fam-
ily—unless, of course, he were to seek a
job in a closed shep. He could not get
in.

The liberty to make contraets includes the
corresponding right to refuse to accept a
contract. An employee entering the service
of a railway company for an indefinite time
has the right to quit the gervice at any time
without cause or notice to his employer.
The latter has the corresponding right to
discharge him at any time without cause or
notice. The rights of the parties are mutual,

It works both ways.

Liberty of speech:

The liberty of speech secured by article I,
section 8, of the Constitution, includes the
corresponding right to be silent.

Myr. President, this is a free country.
A citizen of this country can have free-
dom of speech so long as he does not in-
vade the rights of his fellows or do them
harm or injustice. But a eitizen of the
United States also has the right to be
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silent. In this case I propose to exercise
my liberty of speech.

I read further:

A statute which compels a corporation,
under penalty of a heavy forfeiture, to en-
gage In correspondence with its employees
as to the reasons for their discharge, is in
violation of its constitutional liberty to
decline to write on that subject. Aichison,
T. & 8. F. Ry. Co. v. Brown (80 Kan, 312),
and Wallace v, Georgia C. & N. Ry. Co. (94
Ga., T32), followed.

Mr. President, I have just read from
the Texas reports of cases adjudicated in
the supreme court.

Nowhere have I been able to find where
this doctrine of freedom has been dis-
turbed, abrogated, or done away with.
If Senators will read carefully—and I
wish they would take the time to do so—
the speeches of the Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. Bamrey], the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. McCreLran], the Senator
from South Carclina [Mr. JoHNSTON],
the Sznator from Georgia [Mr, Rus-
seLL], the Senator from North Carolina
[Mr. Hoeyl, the Senator from Alabama
[Mr. Hmil, the senior Senator from
Georgia [Mr, Georcel, and some of the
other Members of the Senate, they will
find that the Senators I have just named
have been fair with the Senate and with
the public. They have not tried fo re-
sort to any chicanery or any sophistry,
to mislead the public; but they have
dealt with this bill as a lawyer or as a
judge would deal with it. They have
tried to show the Senate and the Ameri-
can people that this bill is. a monstrosity
and that it violates every conception of
constitutional rights and all the rules
which have been established under our
system of government. Just think of the
idea of giving the little commission
which would be created by this bill the
power to go to the White House and tell
the President, “You have to do so and so
and so and so and so and so.” Yet the
bill contains such a provision. Appar-
ently, my good friend the Senator from
New Mexico [Mr, Cravez] wishes to have
someone lake hold of President Truman
and handle him rather roughly. I can
scarcely conceive that the Senator would
wish to authorize anyone to do that, but
cvidently that is what the Senator
favors.

Mr. President, before I take up the
question of the history of filibusters, I
wish to pay my respects to some of the
people on the outside and some of the
organizations on the outside which are
sponsoring this bill. By doing so, I be-
lieve I can show that the bill is an unholy
thing =nd that its ultimate purpose is
unrighteous and not good for the
country.

First let me say, Mr, President, that
the Senate press gallery has been flooded
with telegrams and press releases. I
wish to read one of them to the Senate.
The release I shall now read embodies a
petition which was addressed to the Sen-
ate of the United States by the Southern
Conference for Human Welfare. In the
petition they state the following:

Majority rule is fundamental to democracy
and the constitutional process.

They are talking about the will of the
majority of the people, as expressed in
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elections out in the field, not in a body
such as this; because under the rules of
the Senate and under the guarantiés of
the Constitution, the rights of the Mem-
bers of this body are such as to enable
them to be in a position to protect the
people of the individual States—the gov-
ernmental entities which we represent,
and which have sovereign power—from
the infliction of abuses by any majority
which may be gathered together on the
floor of the Senate as a result of hysteria
which may sweep over the country. Mr.
President, in 10 or 15 years or even less
time, people who look back at the record
for the year 1946 will find that a lot of
Communists—I mean that, and I repeat
it—a lot of Communists and a lot of
ignorant persons were misled and
brought to Washington in great delega-
tions of 100, 200, 400, 500, 800, and they
held mass meetings and picketed all over
the Capital City. Some of them held
meetings in the Asbury Methodist
Church. Mr. President, do you know
that church is the political head-
quarters? If you happen to read the
story a few years from now, it will make
your blood run cold to think just how far
such groups went and how near the
Senate was to going astray and awry—so
much so that it almost departed from
following the long-established concepts
of constitutional government in the
United States, which has been doing
business for 150 years.

Mr, President, tcday many of our peo-
ple are under a spell; they are being in-
fluenced by hysteria, and are being mis-
led by the groups which come to Wash-
ington to intimidate and bulldeze and
bluff Senators and attempt to make them
vote this way or that way on such legis-
lation.

I read further from the petition:

A filibuster obstructs majority rule and
gives supreme power to a small minority.

Mr. President, thas is not true. If this
cause is righteous, if this bill is right,
time will prove it and the right cause will
finally and eventually be vindicated and
will come forward in all its beauty and
glory. But in 5 or 10 years you will be
ashamed that such a thing was even pro-
posed to the United States Senate, for it
is a horrible proposal.

I read further from the petition:

" It is a disgraceful and intolerable situation
when the highest legislative body of the land
is placed at the mercy of the vocal chords of
one man.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. President, let me
ask the Senator whom they were talking
about then.

Mr. BILBO. I do not know. It must
have been the Senator from Idaho, for
he has been rather loud when he has
taken the floor. [Laughter.]

It is a disgraceful and intolerable situ-
ation—

Mr. President, I am reading this peti-
tion at this time because in a moment I
propose to show that this idea of ex-
tended discussion or, if you please to call
it such, filibustering is an institution
which has been in existence in the Senate
of the United States for 150 years, and
time has proved that the cause of every
successful filibuster was right and that
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those who led the filibuster were right.
Those who led the filibusters in the past
were not any peewees or small fry, for the
filibusters were led by men like Senator
Borah of Idaho, the elder Senator La
Follette of Wisconsin, Sendtor Fletcher
of Florida, Senator McKellar, and other
great men., The filibusters which have
occurred in the past have been led by
such great men.

Mr, TAYLOR. In my estimation, time
has proved that Senator Borah was
wrong when he opposed the League of
Nations,

Mr, BILEO. Well, there is a difference
of opinion among people, largely because
of differences in their mental processes.
[Laughter.]

So, Mr. President, here is this petition
which calls this situation disgraceful and
intolerable. Mr. President, there is noth-
ing disgraceful about it.

A small group of women at Lake
Junaluska, N. C., who had formed some
kind of society, adopted a resolution say-
ing that Brreo was un-Christian because
of his views. Because I spoke 2 or 3 days
last summer against this monstrosity, I
have been denounced, smeared, misrepre-
sented, lied about, criticized, and abused
from cone end of the country to the other,
and various and sundry small organiza-
tions which have held mass meetings
have adopted resolutions asking that I
be impeached by the Senate of the
United States. They did not have sense
enough to know that a Senator cannot
be impeached.. They did not know what
they were asking to have done. They
were so damnably ignorant that they
did not know what they were requesting.
They did not even know what it was all
ahout. A Senator cannot be impeached.
He can be expelled, but he cannot be im-
peached. But they did not know that,
and they did not know what they were
asking for.

As a matter of fact, Mr. President,
since the 14th of October, my home in
Washington has been picketed by some
of the members of this outfit from New
York, Detroit, and Washington. There
is a very strong Communist Party in the
District of Columbia and it is clamoring
for the right to vote. That is the reason
why they are not going to get it—because
of the kind of folks they have here in
Washington. There are enough of them
here to cause trouble. It is all a Member
of the Congress can do to stay here now;
but if this city is turned over to this
bunch who are in Washington, I'll be
damned if a Member of the Congress
will be able to stay in Washington.
[Laughter.1

I read further from the petition tele-
gram:

The time to permit filibusters in America
has past.

Mr. President, have you any idea who
is talking? I shall read that part of the
petition again:

The time to permit filibusters In America
iz past. Give one-tenth of the body the

power to muzzle nine-tenths, and democracy
as a functioning institution in the Senate

has heen destroyed.

Mr. President, can you imagine who
said that? Can you imagine where that
came from?
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Mr. TAYLOR. No; I do not know who
said it, but if Joe Stalin said it, I would
still agree with him.

Mr. BILBO. Well, it is worse than
that. Crauvoe Peprer of Florida said it.
[Laughter.] -

I read further:

We southern citizens, proud of the part
played by southerners in establishing these
United States of America—

Mr. President, none of the gang that
is behind this movement had anything
to do with establishing the United States,
and neither did any one of their type.
It took better men than they to estab-
lish this Government and to lay its foun-
dations.

I read further—
and in drafting its Constitution, declare that
Benators engaging in filibuster flout not only
the will of the Senate, but the best tradi-
tions of the South.

Mr. President, a bigger lie than that
has never been published in all the
world.

I read further:

We respectfully urge the Senate of the
United States, after giving adequate oppor-
tunity for full discussion, to halt any fili-
buster by invoking cloture, to maintain ma-
jority rule, and preserve democracy.

They are opposed to any filibuster;
they do not make any exceptions at all.
Even when the Senator from Kentucky
[Mr., BarxLEY] was making a little
speech here the other day, trying to in-
voke cloture on us, he edged around.
While he said that filibustering was in-
defensible, he edged around a little and
left a gap by which he could get out, a
little later on, if something really bad
came up—something on which he really
wished to defeat cloture.

This petition was sent to the news-
paper gallery, and it has a list of names
of people from Georgia, Florida, Arkan-
sas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Kentucky,
South Carolina, Texas, Oklahoma, Vir-
ginia, and Alabama. I have been check-
ing the list. I do not know much about
the citizens of other States, but I know
something about the people in my State
and I know something about the Mis-
sissippi people who signed the petition.

Mr. President, in the petition the first
signature of a person from Mississippi,
you will be surprised to know, is that of
the Reverend Joseph Smith, of the Cen-
tenary Methodist Church, McComb, Miss.
Do you know who he is?

Mr. TAYLOR. No; I would not know.

Mr. BILBO. Well, we cannot expect
anything better from him, because he is
a brother of Lillian Smith, the woman
who wrote “Strange Fruit.” That is
enough said. [Laughter.] I do not have
to say any more about him, other than
to say that he is a brother of Lillian.

The petition is also signed by Rev. C.
C. Clark, of Natchez, Miss., another good
Methodist gone wrong. [Laughter.]

It also is signed by the Reverend
Stewart Smith. He is a son of Joseph
Smith; in other words, he is a nephew of
Lillian Smith. That is enough for him.

It also is signed by John Long, presi-
dent of the Southern Christian Institute,
Edwards, Miss. That is one of the Negro
schools established by northern capital.
They generally have a white man as
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president, and he is entirely supported by
northern contributions. He lives unto
himself, and no one down there has any-
thing to do with him, even socially. He
is ostracized,

Another signature is that of Arenia C.

Mallory, of Saints Industrial School,
Lexington, Miss. That is another one
of them.

The nexti signature is that of Rev. G. A,
Riley, of Jackson, Miss. He is a Baptist.

Mr. TAYLOR. The name socunds like
that of an Irishman, to me.

Mr. BILBO. No; he is out of a job.
[Laughter.]

Another signature is that of Mrs. R.
P. Neblett, counselor, Negro school, Holly
Springs, North Mississippi Conference on
Women's Work, Shelby, Miss. I am sorry
I do not know anything about the lady.

Another signature is that of T. D. Davis,
of Jackson, Miss. I have nothing to say
about this boy. He is more to be pitied
than to be blamed.

Another name is that of Mrs. W. H.
Ratliff. She claims to be a member
of the Southeastern Jurisdictional Coun-
cil, Methodist Church, Sherard, Miss,
H. G. Willilamson, Frank Argelander,
and Walter L. Russell, are members
of the faculty of the Wood Junior
College, Mathiston, Miss. That institu-
tion is another one of the schools which
were founded and supported exclusively
by northern contributions.

Mr. President, after approximately 4
months of scouring Mississippi, the only
persons who could be induced to sign the
petition were those whose names I have
read.

"I have been keeping abreast of this
matter. Several months ago James A.
Dombrowski mailed a letter to everyone
whom he thought he could induce to sign
the fool petition which he was trying to
have signed for the purpose of sending it
here at this crucial moment. I will read
the letter which he sent at the time he
asked the people to sign the petition.
The letter said:

The threat of filibuster is once more being
sounded by certain southern Senators in
their efforts to obstruct majority rule on the
poll-tax question. Regardless of the merit
of that issue, we believe you will agree with
us that the tactic of fillbuster is indefensible
in a democracy.

That statement is funny. I thought
we had had a democratic form of gov-
ernment in this country for the past 150
years. 1 thought we had a democracy.
However, it would seem that there are
some people in this country who have
just found out that filibustering is not,
as they think, a part of the democratic
process.

I continue reading from the letter:

The enclosed statement condemning the
filibuster will be useful in combating this
threat, and in encouraging other Senators
in their efforts to prevent gag rule in the
Benate. A determined majority of Senators

can stop a filibuster; 1t is our responsibility .

to Insist that the majority exercise its power.

The poll-tax question may come up any
day in the Senate; Benators Bieo and Easrt-
LAND are ready to lead the assault on the
democratic process.

The writer of the letter got one state-
ment correct.

Are you ready to send us your name im-
mediately to add to the statement, and cir-
culate the enclosed petition among your

JANUARY 30

friends and In your organization? We will
be very happy to send you additional peti-
tions.
Sincerely yours,
JAMES A, DOMBROWSKI,
Ezecutive Secretary of the Southern
Conference jfor Human Welfare,
Nashville, Tenn.

The headquarters of this organization
is in the Presbyterian Building in Nash-
ville.

Mr. President, the letter which I have
read indicates the way in which that or-
ganization obtained signatures fo the
telegrams which flooded the offices of
Senators a few nights ago.

As soon as I received a copy of the tel-
egram I proceeded to write Brother Dom-
browski. I have a copy of the letter be-
fore me, and I shall read it into the
RECORD;

UNITED STATES SENATE,
November 5, 1945.
JAMES A, DOMBROWSKI,
Ezxecutive Secretary, Southern Con-
ference for Human Welfare, 506-
507 Presbyterian Building, Nash-
ville 3, Tenn.

DeAR DOMBROWSEKI:
[Laughter.]

I have just received through a friend of mine
in Jackscn, Miss., two sheets that your un-
American, Negro social equality, commu-
nistle, mongrel outfit is sending out through-
out the country in your mad desire to build
up a factual case against the right and pre-
rogative of a United States Senator or Sena-
tors to filibuster any objectionable legislation
that is proposed in this great body.

Of course, your immediate aim is to secure
the passage of the undemocratic, un-Ameri-
can anti-poll-tax bill, which is now pending
on the calendar of the United States Senate
by defeating the right and power of Senators
who object by filibuster. In other words,
you are trying to bulldoze and intimidate
Members of the Senate who are conscien-
tiously opposed to this un-American piece of
legislatlon.

Filibustering in the Senate has been &
right and prerogative since the adoption of
the Constitution of the United States, and it
has been resorted to by Senators of great re-
nown in the past to defeat vicious legislation,
and it can be truthfully said that there has
never been a successful fillbuster throughout
the 150 years of the life of the Republic hut
what time has shown that it was wise and
best for the people and the Nation,

That statement is true.

Mr. TAYLOR. I do not believe that
the same statement can be made about
the League of Nations filibuster.

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, the Sen-
ator is wrong,

My letter continues:

Beginning last December 1 personally
stopped the passage of the so-called land-
grant rallroad bill by a threatened filibuster,

I had threatened a 30-day filibuster.
It will be recalled that last year, when an
attempt was made to pass the land-grant
railroad bill, I threatened to filibuster.

I continue reading from the letter:

By continuing this fight this session I was
able to secure an amendment to this piece
of legislation fixing the date of its effective-
ness on October 1, 1948, and through this
Eerlod of 22 months that I kept this bill from

ecoming a law I was able to place In the
Treasury of the United States for the bene-
fit of the taxpayers of this Republic about
one-half billion dollars, and then you tell
me that filibustering is not a wise thing and
a righteous thing and besides since T have
been in the Senate I have personally assisted
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in fillbustering to death on different occa-
sions the so-called antilynching bill as well
as the anti-poll-tax bill,

I threatened to filibuster for 30 days in
order to prevent the passage of the
land-grant railroad bill. I filibustered
for 2 days and saved the taxpayers of the
Nation approximately $500,000,000. In
the face of that fact can any Senator tell
me that filibustering is not good stuff?
[Laughter.]

I continue reading from my letter to
Brother Dombrowski:

I wish there was some filibuster that I
could inaugurate that would immediately
and finally and forever dissolve and destroy
the socalled Southern Conference for Human
Welfare, a mongrel organization that is only
a communistic front—

That is pretty serious—
that has no other purpose on earth except to
bring about social equality between the white
and the black races, which would lead to
miscegenation, mongrelization, and intermar-
riage of the races and thereby destroy the
white race and the black race and our Cau-
casian ecivilization which the white man
of this country has made possible for the
glory, happiness, success and prosperity of
the American pecple as a whole,

You may be able for a little time to fool a
few decent white people with your insidious
seheme that is behind the Southern Con-
ference for Human Welfare but not for long.
If I were called upon to name the No. 1
enemy of the South today it would be the
Southern Conference for Human Welfare.

This same Dombrowski took the letter
which I have read in full, extracted the
best parts of the letter, and published
the remaining portions in his publication
entitled “The Southern FPatriot.,” If
reads as follows:

This is the Bineo who praised German and
Italian fascism before the war.

He was a liar.

This is the Bmso who preaches hatred
against minority groups in America.

In that statement he was another liar,
I had not done such a thing, and never
have.

This Is the Bieo who missed impeachment
by one vote in the Mississippi State Senate
on charges of taking a bribe.

In that statement he was a liar again,
I was tried before the State senate be-
cause I had exposed a crooked deal in
the Mississippi caucus of 1910 which
lasted 57 days and nights. I exposed
that crooked deal and the majority—
there is your majority again, Mr. Presi-
dent—the majority of the State senate
belonged to the crowd which had been
exposed, and they wanted to expel me,
They lacked one vote of being able to do
so. It would not have made any differ-
ence even though they had been able to
expel me. I would have been back with-
in 30 days. A little thing like that would
not disturb me because I was in the right.

Dombrowski continues as follows:

This is the Bieo who filibusters against a
bill to let the people vote in his own State,

Of course, in that statement, he was
referring to the poll tax.

Now, Mr. President, let us see what is
this Southern Conference for Human
Welfare. The Southern Conference for
Human Welfare has its headquarters
in room 506-507 Presbyterian Building,
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Nashville, Tenn, Its official medium is
The Southern Patriot, published at the
same address: Ifs other local head-
quarters’ addresses are: 525 Guilford
Bank Building, Greensboro, N. C.—Miss
Mary Price; 921 Massey Building, Bir-
mingham, Ala.—Mrs. Pauline Dobbs;
Apopka, Fla.—Mr. Virgil Connor; and
525 Chamber of Commerce Building,
Atlanta, Ga.—Miss Margaret Fisher,

That is the organization. The latest
official letterhead, of June of this year,
of the 8. C. H. W.—Southern Conference
for Human Welfare—shows the follow=
ing as officers—listen to the list:

Honorary presidents:

Judge Louise Charlion, Birmingham,
Ala.

Frank P. Graham, president of the
University of North Carclina. I shall get
to him directly.

President Clark Foreman, the black
sheep of the Clark-Howell family. They
are ashamed of him.

Alva W, Taylor, secretary-treasurer.

Executive secretary, James A. Dom-
browski.

Vice presidents:

Paul R. Christopher.

Roscoe Dunjee. He is the Negro edi-
tor of the Black Dispatch, of Oklahoma
City.

Virginia Fester Durr, sister of Judge
Hugo Black.

George Googe.

Paul B. Kern.

William Mitch,

Hollis V. Reed.

Executive board:

W. W. Alexander. He is the leader of
the Negro social equality campaign of
the South, and has been for years. He
believes in social equality of the Negro,
he believes in miscegenation, he believes
in intermsrriage. He is preaching it.

Mary McLeod Bethune. She is that
good old Negro girl from Florida whom
Aubrey Williams brought to Washington
and wrecked politically, when Mrs.
Roosevelt took charge of her.

Charlotte Hawkins Brown.

Louis Burnham.,

Rufus E. Clement.

William E. Cole.

Tarleton Collier.

John P. Davis.

Helen Fuller.

F, Clyde Helms.

Joseph B. Hunter.

Charles S. Johnson.

Roy R. Lawrence,

Lucy R. Mason,

Mortimer May.

A. T. Mollegen.

George S. Mitchell.

M. C. Plunk.

Arthur F. Raper.

Ira De A. Reid.

Lillian E. Smith,
“Strange Fruit.”

Harry S. Strozier.

John B. Thompson.

Jimmie Woodward.

A letterhead dated February 28, 1945,
compared with the June letterhead
shows that four individuals, for unan-
nounced reasons, dropped from the
executive board, these being Gerald Har-
ris, James J. Morrison, F. D. Patterson,
and Edward Yoemans, Jr. Added to the
June letterhead as executive board mem-

the author of
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bers are the names of George S. Mitchell
and Harry S. Strozier.

This organization has been so skill-
fully organized and managed that some
nice, decent, right-thinking, patriotic
American men and women have been
dragged into the net, and what I am fix-
ing to do is to go to the bottom of it and
show what it is.

Among the members of the National
Citizens Political Action Committee, of
which Elmer Benson, ex-Governor of
Minnesota, is now the chairman, succeed-
ing Sidney Hillman, the following have
been affiliated with the Southern Con-
ference for Human Welfare: Will W.
Alexander, Mary MecLeod Bethune,
James Dombrowski, Roscoe Dunjee, Mrs.
Clifford Durr, Clark Foreman, William
H. Hastie, Jennings Perry, Lucy Ran-
dolph Mason, Ira De A. Reid, Paul Robe-
son, Lillian Smith, and Aubrey Williams.

Hastie is the one who has been ap-
pointed Governor of the Virgin Islands,
whose nomination the Senate is to be
called upon to confirm.

Mr, TAYLOR. That sounds like a
pretty good list to me.

Mr. BILBO. I suspect it does sound
that way to the Senator.

Behind a facade of loosely organized
southern liberals the Communist Party
has initiated and manipulated the
Southern Conference for Human Welfare
in accordance with its special partisan
purposes. This Communist front is
what I am talking about. That is what
it is, that is all it is.

In reporting to its constituents, the
Southern Conference for Human Wel-
fare has been extraordinarily vague as
to the exact origin of the organization.

It was born in the hearts and minds
of a large group of devoted southerners
known as the Southern Policy Commit-
tee, declared a conference report.

Nobody south of Mason and Dixon’s
line dreamed up the Southern Confer-
ence for Human Welfare. It is not a
southern idea or southern product at all.

No names were given. This nonde-
script group met several times early in
1938 in Birmingham, Ala. Several other
persons were asked to attend a meeting
on July 21, and the idea of a southern
conference was presented to them. The
report did not say who presented the idea
or who was present. The persons pres-

. ent voted themselves in as sponsors and

members of the arrangements committee
and, subsequently, a permanent organi-
zation meeting was called at Birming-
ham on September 6, 1938—report of the
proceedings of the Southern Conference
for Human Welfare, November 22, 23,
1938, pages 3 and 4. Its claim to repre-
sent any significant proportion of south-
ern opinion was therefore entirely self-
assumed,

While the conference has succeeded in
confusing certain elements by its pre-
tensions, representative southerners
harbor no illusions as to its real char-
acter. The Democratic Women’s Club
of Alabama, an organization of long
standing in the South, publicly de-
manded the disclosure of the names of
the initiators of the conference, of those
who provided the necessary finances, and
of those who appointed the delegates.
The Democratic Women'’s Club charged
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that the conference was of questionable
origin and purpose—Birmingham News,
November 25, 1938.

Question marks have been all over this
outfit ever since it started, because it had
a peculiar beginning. I shall get to that.

In their own inner circles, the Com-
‘munists have not been nearly so reti-
cent in claiming responsibility for the
Southern Conference for Human Wel-
fare. These folks who have been on the
front in Nashville and Atlanta, of course,
deny that they are of Communist origin;
that the Communists organized them and
are leading them, directing them; but in
the inner circles of the Communist Party
the Communists brag about it. I repeat,
in their own inner circles, the Com-
munists have not been nearly.so reticent
in claiming responsibility for the South-
ern Conference for Human Welfare. In
his article in the Communist of January
1939—official monthly organ of the Com-
munist Party—Robért Fowler Hall, secre-
tary of the Communist Party of Alabama,
and speaker at the April 1940 session of
the Southern Conference for Human
Welfare, revealed some of the moves be-
hind the scenes. Referring to an earlier
speech of Ear]l Browder, general secretary
at that time of the Communist Party,
Hall wrote:

Comrade Browder's remark thus antiei-
pated the SBouthern Conference for Human
Welfare, held in Birmingham, November 20-
23. Let us estimate the Southern Confer-
ence in the light of Comrade Browder's re-
marks at the tenth convention of the Com-
munist Party. In this sense, we can say that
the Southern Conference was a brilliant con-
firmation of the line of the democratic front
advanced by Comrade Browder at the tenth
convention. Our comrades naturally
watched the conference preparations closely,
and helped wherever possible. Bouthern
Btate organizations of the Communist Party
were represented at the conference by five
southern Communist delegates. In strength-
ening this movement, our party has before it
a great task. On this basls, our party can
and must proceed to recrult from the pro-
gressive ranks many hundreds of members
(pp. 57, 60, 61, and 65).

That is the way the Conference for
Human Welfare—a Communist outfit—
has the audacity to send telegrams to
Democratic Senators from the South
and tell them what to do at the same
time denouncing other Senators from
the South.

When I fought the FEPC last summer
I was denounced from one end of the
country to the other, and this organized
smear of the Communist newspapers
started all over the country. That is
one reason why I have been quiet for the
last 2 weeks. We have been discussing
the FEPC bill for 2 weeks, and this is
the first time I have said anything about
it. I wanted the Negro and the Com-
munist newspapers and other folks in
the country to know that there are 22
other Senators from the South who be-
lieve as I do about this proposal and who
have the same desire. I have taken the
cussing, and that is all right; I can take
it. But I want them to know that I am
not by myself. Now they have to get up
22 picketing brigades, and picket 22 other
Senators because of their opposition and
their sentiments and their convictions
about FEPC and kindred subjects.
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The Communists were using the con-
ference as a specific application of the
so-called popular front policy in the
South. This line had been adopted by
the Communist International at its
Seventh Congress in Moscow in 1935, and
was being applied by the Communist
parties throughout the world prior to
the signing of the Stalin-Hitler pact.
The liberals drawn into the conference
were merely the most convenient guinea
pigs. It is surprising how some people
get over into the Communist movement.

While the Communist Party, as such,
boasted of few delegates, it must be re-
membered that the bulk of the Com-
munists came from front organizations
under their control. This was ultimately
proven by test votes on various contro-
versial issues.

Communist Party writers made every
effort to emphasize the significance of
the Conference for Human Welfare.
Robert F. Hall called it the representa-
tive of the new forces in the South work-
ing for the development of a powerful
movement of the southern masses for
peace, democratic rights, and security
(Communist, August 1940, pp. 690-702).
Thus the conference supplemented the
activity of the American League for
Peace and Democracy, the chief Com-
munist front during this period.

Mr. President, it must be understood
that during this period there were many
organizations in the United States which
were nothing in the world but Communist
fronts. Here is the greatest one in the
South.

James W. Ford, Communist candidate
for Vice President, speaking of the
Southern Conference for Human Welfare
and the Southern Negro Youth Confer-
ence, declared *with considerable pride
that:

The Communists, through their ploneer-
ing work in the South, may justly claim to
have laid the foundation for these great
social movements (Communist, September
1938, p. 828).

In a radio address delivered on Novem-
ber 27, 1938, over Station WOL, Earl
Browder, Communist Party general sec-
retary, expressed the opinion that the
Southern Conference for Human Welfare
was one of the signs of the awakening of
the American people. In a public hear-
ing before the Special Committee on Un-
American Activities he identified it as one
of his party's “transmission belts.”

This is the head of the Communist
Party describing and stating what the
conference is and what its purposes are.
One might know it is a Communist out-
fit. It is a mongrel outfit. About one-
third of its officers and leaders are Ne-
groes who do not hesitate to say where
they stand. A. Philip Randolph and all
his group do not mind telling where they
stand on this question.

~Just the other day, Mr. President, a
meeting was held in the caucus room of
the House Office Building of those who
came here to persuade the Congress to
vote for the FEPC. I read from an arti-
cle dated Washington, January 18:

Reconstruction days in the Bouth drew
high praise Thursday night at a Negro rally
held here in support of the Chavez bill set-
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ting up a permanent Falr Employment Prac-
tice Commission,
The praise came from Benjamin J. Davis—

Senators know who he is—

Negro Communist member of the New York
City Council, and from Representative De
Lacy, Democrat, of Washington.

Mr,. TAYLOR. He is a good man.

Mr. BILBO. Yes; just like Davis, a
wild radical.

Davis led the march on Washington Thurs-
day of New York supporters of FEPC. The
delegation of some 500, most of whom Were
in the gallery when Senator CHAVEz made his
surprise move Thursday calling up his FEPC
bill, represented some 50 Communist front
organizations.

See how they operate.

Both Davis and Representative De Lacy told
the rally that when Negroes sat in the south-
ern legislatures during reconstruction days
better legislation had been passed than at
any other time in American history.

The idea of a Communist Negro from
New York and a Representative from the
far West, DE Lacy, insulting every white
man and woman south of the Mason and
Dixon line with the statement that the
Negroes and carpetbaggers of recon-
struction days, in charge of the South af-
ter the Civil War, passed better laws and
made a better job of it than the white
people have since or before.

Mr. TAYLOR. May I ask what news-
paper that article appeared in?

Mr. BILBO. It appeared in the Mem-
phis Commercial Appeal. The reporter
was there. Do not worry about the facts.

Davis was especially violent in his criti-
cism of President Truman, Benators EAsT-
LAND and Brieo, and Representative RANKIN,
He countered this with fulsome praise of the
Soviet Union and three Members of Con-
gress, Representatives DE Lacy, MARCANTONIO,
and Apam PoweLn, Harlem Negro preacher,

He has gone haywire now. He has
gone Republican.

“President Truman is nothing but the tail
of the Roosevelt dog,” Davis told the crowd
that filled the Asbury Methodist Church,
“All we get out of Truman is talk, double
talk and triple talk, but no action.” He
accused President Truman of stabbing FEPC
in the back by pretending to favor it but
failing to coerce the Capital Transit Co., of
Washington, to hire Negro streetcar con-
ductors.

That is the gang the proponents of
the bill are running with.

Evidence before the Special Commit-
tee on Un-American Activities indicates
that the central committee of the Com-
munist Party was intimately concerned
with the affairs of the conference from
its very inception. Willilam Weiner,
treasurer of the Communist Party, testi-
fied that a subsidy of $2,000 had been
paid to the Communist Party of Alabama
in 1938, when the Southern Conference
for Human Welfare was founded; that
this Southern Conference had been dis-
cussed with Robert F. Hall when he was
in New York; and that it had also been
discussed by the central committee of

.the Communist Party at the time the

$2,000 subsidy was authorized. Browder
publicly admitted that the Communist
Party had “suffered great hardships to
mair;ta.in the growing southern move-
ment.”
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th!{e is going to have more trouble with
at.

Not only do the Communists claim the
conference as their own product, but they
even disclose how they pulled the strings.
Hall, apparently the chief moving spirit,
pointed out that the main work of the
conference was carried on through the
sections oi panels and that resolutions
adopted in the panels were usually adopt-
ed by the conference as a whole (Com-
munist, January 1939, p. 58).

Here is how this plan actually operat-
ed: A resolution on education was pre-
sented by Paul Crouch for the Commu-
nist Party of Alabama and unanimously
adopted (Daily Worker, November 22,
1938, p. 6). Crouch was a member of
the editorial staff of the Southern Work-
er, official organ of the Communist Party
in the South. Associated with him on
this board were Robert F, Hall and Ted
Wellman. Crouch was convicted for
treasonable activities within the armed
forces of the United States in Hawaii on
June 8, 1925. He subsequently made a
pilgrimage to Moscow where he paraded
in a Red army uniform (Daily Worker,
May 1, 1928, p. 5).

All this is backed up by the record, Mr,
President.

Joseph Gelders was active in the con-
ference's committee on plans for a per-
manent organization. Representing the

Southern Conference for Human Wel-

fare, Gelders was also the secretary of
the strategy committee in the campaign
for the Geyer anti-poll-tax bill. He was
formerly secretary of the National Com-
mittee for Defense of Political Prisoners,
which was cited as subversive by Attorney
General Biddle. Gelders personally ac-
companied Earl Browder on a visit to
the Scottsboro boys (Daily Worker, Sep-
tember 15, 1936, p. 3). He raised his
voice in protest against the arrest of
Communists in Chattancoga (Daily
Worker, April 6, 1938, p. 3). He was
also leader of a lobby for the American
Peace Mobilization which conducted a
picket line about the White House and
denounced President Roosevelt as a
“warmonger” (Sunday Worker, Septem-
ber 8, 1940, p. 3).

John P. Davis, identified as a leading
member of the Communist Party by tes-
timony before the Special Committee on
Un-American Activities and former sec-
retary of the National Negro Congress,
cited as a subversive organization by the
then Attorney General, was a leading
speaker in the panel on constitutional
rights of the first conference in 1938 and
the 500 delegates applauded his report.
He was also vice president of the confer-
ence (Daily Worker, November 22, 1938,
" p. 6; April 17, 1940, p. 4).

Edward E. Strong has been described
by James W. Ford, Communist vice pres-
idential candidate, as “a coming leader
of the Negro people.” Strong is the sec-
retary of the National Negro Congress.
He has been a contributor to the Com-
munist youth magazine, the Champion,
and signer of a statement in March 1941,
defending the Communist Party. Strong
was a prominent speaker in the panel on
youth problems in the 1938 session of the
Southern Conference on Human Welfare,
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- together with Howard Lee, attorney for

Oscar Wheeler, Communist candidate for
Governor of West Virginia. Strong was
elected a member of the executive com-
mittee of the Council of Young South-

. erners, described on its letterhead as hav-

ing “its origin at the Youth Commission
of the Southern Conference for Human

* Welfare.” Edward E. Strong was one of

the sponsors of the American Peace Mo-
bilization.

It might be mentioned here that the
Communist Daily Worker for Septem-
ber 3, 1940, page 4, has Herbert Long
and Howard Lee as the leaders for the
Southern Conference for Human Wel-
fare, in the American Feace Mobiliza-~
tion. Lee, former executive secretary of
the SCHW, signed the “call” for the
April 5-6, 1941, American People's
Meeting. This APM meeting was op-
posed to war because Stalin and Hitler
at that time were allies. Lee served as
a panel member at a preliminary ses-
sion—April 19-20, 1940, Washington,
D. C.—which finally, in June, evolved as
the National Federation for Constitu-
tional Liberfies. Lee was & sponsor of
the Committee To Defend America by
Keeping Out of War, which organization
was the immediate predecessor of the
Communist-contrived American Peace
Mobilization. The Reverend John B.
Thompson, then—1940—the chairman
of the SCHW, became chairman of the
Committee To Defend America by Eeep-
ing Out of War.

Herman C, Nixon was elected execu-
tive secretary of the Southern Conference
for Human Welfare in 1938. He had
been forced out of Tulane University for
his radical views. He had been cochair-
man of the Citizens Committee To In-
vestigate Vigilantism in Gadsden, Ala.,
an offshoot of the Iuternational Labor
Defense, and a member of the National
Committee for People's Rights and of the
provisional committee of the National
Conference on Constitutional Liberties.
The International Labor Defense, as well
as the last two committees named, have
been cited as subversive by the Attorney
General. Nixon's book, Forty Acres and
Steel Mules, was highly praised by Rob-
ert F. Hall, Communist Party secretary
for Alabama, in the New South of
February 1939, page 10.

The Communists are showing their
hand everywhere today. Their activities
are a real threat to the safety of this
country.

Mr. President, I have received a tele-
gram from the Communist outfit here in
Washington. They are ruthless. They
believe in doing things by force. They
resort to force, They propose to destroy
and take charge by force. Listen to this:

We, 400 Washingtonians assembled at a
Lenin memorial meeting called by the Com-
munist Party, repudiate the shameful posi-
tlon you have taken in aiding the fillbuster
of Senate bill 101,

I received this telegram before I had
opened my mouth. I suppose they knew
what was coming.

Any man who denles the right of employ-
ment regardless of race, creed, color, or na-
Eunlal origin brings contempt upon our

ation.
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Why did they not also say sex and age?
If anyone ought to be protected in em-
ployment, it is the poor widow with chil-
dren to support, or the girl who is work-
ing for a widowed mother. They ought
to be given a chance to work.

¥You have proven yourself incapable of rep-
resenting us as chalrman of the Senate Dis-
trict Committee. We demand your imme-
diate resignation,

ELIZABETH SEABLE,
Chairman, Communist Party.
WAsHINGTON, D. C.

If the telegram were not so downright
silly I would have something to say
about it.

At the April 1942 sessions of the South-
ern Conference for Human Welfare,
James Dombrowski was elected executive
secretary. We are now getting to the
meat of the coconut. He was the signer
of a statement defending the Communist
Party in March 1941 and a speaker for
the National Conference for Constitu-
tional Liberties in 1940. The latter or-
ganization was cited as subversive hy the
then Attorney General. At the June
1940 Washington, D. C., Conference on
Constitutional Liberties, the National
Federation for Constitutional Liberties
was launched, which, in turn, is con=-
trolled by the CIO-PAC, and also follows
the Communist Party line. At this same
meeting, Elizabeth Gurley Flynn, a mem-
ber of the national committee of the
Communisi Party, also spoke. The Bir-
mingham, Ala., honorary president of
the SCHW, namely, the Honorable Louise
O. Charlton signed a petition to the
House in June 1943, not to continue the
life of the so-called Dies committee.
She showed her status when she signed
that petition. James A. Dombrowski also
signed, as did likewise Prof. Alva W. Tay-
lor, secretary-treasurer of the SCHW.

. They wanted no Dies Committee on
Un-American Activities. They did not
want any investigation, because they
knew that when the light was turned on,
their little scheme would blow up. Ipro-
pose to turn it on and keep it on.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. President, will the
Benator yield?

Mr. BILBO. I yield. :

Mr., TAYLOR. 1 think the Dies com-
mittee was a miserable inguisition. I
have no use for it either, and I would sign
any document to do away with it at any
time, If it had investigated impartially,
and had investigated Fascists as well, it
might have had some merit.

Mr, BILBO. While the Senator is on
his feet, let me ask him what he thinks
of the present House Committee on Un-
American Activities?

Mr. TAYLOR. I have not paid very
much attention to it. It has not been in
the headlines enough for me to form an
opinion of it.

Mr. BILBO. But the Senator was op-
posed to the Dies commitiee.

Mr. TAYLOR. I was opposed to its
tactics.

Mr. BILBO. I will not call the Senator
a Communist because he makes that
statement, but I will say that all the
Communists were against it.

Mr. TAYLOR. The Senator can call
me a Communist if he wishes, It would
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not be the first time I have been called

one. ’
Mr, BILBO. I shall not do so because

I have a very high regard for my col-
leagues. In fact, I love them all. I may
not agree with them at all times.

Mr. TAYLOR. Letme return the com-
pliment. I can in all truth say that on
many occasions when I have been asked
about “this man Bireo” I have truthfully
replied, “He is a very likable cuss.”
[Laughter.]

Mr. BILBO. I can say the same for
my colleague from Idaho. After he has
sat here for about 5 years perhaps he wiil
begin to take form as a Senator.

Communist-front organizations and
unions under the Communist aegis fol-
lowed the lead of the Communist Party
in building the Southern Conference for
Human Welfare. Among these groups
were the following: University of Vir-
ginia Chapter of the American Student
Union—Student Almanac, page 44; In-
ternational Labor Defense—Yearbook,
1939-41, page 25—official “legal-aid
society” of the Communist Party, of
which Congressman ViTo MARCANTONIO iS
chairman; New South—October 1938,
page 15; Workers Alliance—Daily Work-

" er, November 21, 1938, page 1; Labor
Research Association—pamphlet, South-
ern Labor in Wartime, page 22; and the
American Federation of Teachers, which
was at that time under Communist con-

. trol—American Teacher, December 1938,
page T.

All the Communist fronts of every
kind and description that the Commu-
nists have been able to organize in this
country, and especially in the South, are
a part of the Conference for Human
Welfare about which I am now speaking.
They all head up in this organization.
As I stated a while ago, they have fooled
some pretty decent people. They have
misled many. The average man does
not have the opportunity to investigate
the origin, purposes, and objectives of
such an organization.

At a meeting of the same Conference
for Human Welfare in New York Mus.
Roosevelt was awarded the Jefferson
award. The conference came to Wash-
ington and gave the same award to this
MecLeod woman from Florida, who is a
Negro woman. Not long ago the con-
ference held a big dinner in Washington
and induced some very respectable peo-
ple to attend. It gave one of these
awards to Hugo Black, one of the Jus-
tices of the Supreme Court.

Mr. TAYLOR. I wasthere.

Mr. BILBO. The Senator had a right
to be there. I myself sent a man there,
but they kicked him out. I sent a man
there to make a record of the speeches
which were made, because I knew that
someone would let the cat out of the bag.

- I knew all the time what was behind this
organization. I knew it was a Commu-
nist front. Finally, I obtained copies of
the speeches, and, lo and behold, what I
expected happened, I learned that some
Negroes were present. I think approxi-
mately 75 Negroes were present, some of
them sitting at the head tables. The
Negro Houston made a speech and spilled
the beans. He let the world know why
Hugo Black was there and was being
given the Jeflerson award. Judge Black
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delivered the opinion in the Texas pri-
mary case. This Negro did not have any
better sense than to spill the beans at
the party. I knew that someone would

-leak, if I could only obtain copies of the

speeches. The Senator caught the point
when he was there, did he not?

Mr, TAYLOR. Yes; I was there.

Mr. BILBO. Iwanted toknow whether
or not the Senator had caught the point.

The most conclusive proof of the Com-
munist domination of the Southern Con-
ference for Human Welfare is to be found
in the organization’s striet and unvary-
ing adherence to the line of the Commu-
nist Party in the fizld of foreign policy.
It is also a clear indication of the fact
that the real purpose of the organization
was not human welfare in the South, but
rather to serve as a convenient instru-
ment for support of the current Com-
munist Party line.

That is why they are sending so many
telegrams to Washington with regard to
the FEFC.

In 1938, when the Communist Party
was advocating “collective security of the
democracies against the Fascist aggres-
sors,” a letter of greeting from President
Roocsevelt brought 2,000 Southern Con-
ference delegates to their feet cheering—
Daily Worker, November 22, 1938, page 1.
The Southern Conference voted to en-
dorse “An American peace policy, such as
proposed by President Roosevelt and Sec-
retary of State Hull, to promote the na-
tional security of cur country, to curb
aggression and assist the democratic
peoples of the world to preserve peace,
liberty, and freedom.”

The change of the Communist line re-
sulting from the signing of the Stalin-
Hitler pact was reflected in the Southern
Conference for Human Welfare, at its
meeting in April 1240. Robert F. Hall,
secretary of the Communist Party of
Alabama, acting as the Communist whip,
presented an eight-point program which
demanded “an uncompromising peace
policy.” A few liberals in the conference
supported the policy of the Roosevelt ad-
ministration against Hall's program. At
one stage there was a threat of fisticuffs.
But the liberals were no match for the
Communists, who castigated them with
the high crime of being anti-Soviet. The
thousand delegates denounced war and
pro-allied propaganda, as threatening
America with war, They declared
themselves unalterably opposed to loans
to the Allies and other belligerents, and
denounced war appropriations at the
expense of the welfare of the American
people at home.

The rift between the Communists and
the few liberals was quickly healed as
soon as Hitler invaded the Soviet Father-
land and the Communists suddenly re-
linquished their unalterable opposition to
the war. Wholehearted agreement
marked the sessions of the conference
held on April 19, 20, and 21, 1942, devoted
to “the South’s part in winning the war
for democracy.”” The convention de-
manded that all join in a great offensive
now, to work, to produce, to sacrifice, to
win—Daily Worker, April 23, 1942,
page 3.

After Hitler invaded Russia they
changed their whole front overnight.
They were then ready to go to bat.
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The stand of the Southern Conference
for Human Welfare on various other is-
sues in which the Communist Party was
primarily concerned has served to con-
firm the conclusion that the organiza-
tion is merely a pliable instrument in
the hands of Communist wirepullers.

The youth section of the SCHW affi-
liated itself with the Communist-begot-
ten Coordinating Committee to Lift the
Embargo—Spain. The CCLE consisted
of several score “transmission belt”
groups and movements.. The youth
section is known as the Council of
Young Southerners. Malcolm Cotton
Dobbs is its executive secretary and
James F. Anderson is its administrative
secretary. Its offices are located in 201
Presbyterian Building, Nashville, Tenn.
One of its sponsors is Mary McLe2od
Bzthune, the colored social worker,
friend of Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt,

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. BILBO. Does the Senator pro-
pose to inject something at this point?

Mr. CHAVEZ. Oh, no; only a ques-
tion.

Mr, BILBO. I should like to have this
statement continuous in the RECORD.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Does the good Senator
from Mississippi consider Bishop G.
Bromley Oxnam, of the Federal Council
of Churches of Christ in America, a
Communist?

Mr. BILBO. He is not only commu-
nistically inclined, but he is a social-
equality Negro lover of the deepest dye.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Nevertheless, he is the
bishop——

Mr. BILBO. I do not care what he is
the bishop of. The Senator asked me
about Oxnam's views. I will bring the
Senator the proof tomorrow if he wishes
it. ,

Mr, CHAVEZ, If the Senator has any
proof, I am willing to be convinced.

Mr. BILBO. Certainly.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Would the good Sena-
tor from Mississippi, who dislikes Com-
munists as much as I do—communism, I
should say; I do not dislike Communists,
but I hate communism. I could not
dislike any person.

Mr. BILBO. The Senator loves Com-
munists but hates communism; is that
it? .

Mr. CHAVEZ. I just try to follow
Christ. I could not dislike anyone.

At any rate, would the good Senator
from Mississippi consider Monsignor
Ryan, of the Catholic Church, to be a
Communist because of his views in re-
gard to this bill?

Mr. BILBO. When God has put his
hand on a man, I take mine off. Mon-
signor Ryan is dead.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Yes; God, in his wis-
dom, works in a peculiar fashion.

I do not know whether the Senator
knows Bishop Sheily; but would the good
Senator from Mississippi, who is so
broadminded, say that Bishop Sheily,
of the Catholic Church of Cleveland, or
Archbishop Byrne, of the oldest Catholie
diocese in the country, at Santa Fe,
N. Mex., or Bishop Lucey, of the Catholic
Church at San Antonio, are Commu-
nists? Would the Senator consider such
persons to be Communists?
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Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, if I did
not think the Senator was high-minded
and honorable, and did not possess any
low traits of chicanery, I would think
that his question indicated that he was
trying to make a statement which the
press could use in an attempt to show
that Bireo was against the Catholics. I
am not against the Catholics. Some
Catholic priests in Mississippi are mak-
ing the same fight that I am making.

Mr. CHAVEZ, I assure the Senator
that that was not the purpose.

Mr. BILBO. Well, the Senator from
New Mexico is a Catholic and he should
know about the priests of the Catholic
Church. So when the Senator from
New Mexico gets the floor in his own
right he can tell the Senate all about
the Catholics and what they believe and
what they stand for, I will take care

of the Baptists and Methodists.
[Laughter.]
Mr, CHAVEZ. Very well. Mr. Presi-

dent, I wish to find out whether the Sen-
ator from Mississippi thinks that only
Communists are in favor of this bill.

Mr. BILBO. I did not say that. I
just got through telling the Senator from
Idaho that all the Communists are for
the bill but that everyone wha is for the
bill is not a Communist. Does the Sen-
ator from New Mexico understand that?

Mr. CHAVEZ. I certainly do.

Mr. BILBO. Very well. I wish to see
the color of the hair of some Communist
who is not in favor of this bill. Trot
one out, if you please. The idea of the
bill was conceived and planted in the
head ‘'of A, Philip Randolph and Walter
White, who are in close touch with the
Communist set-up, and they are the ones
who threatened President Roosevelt with
a march of 100,000 Negroes on Wash-
ingion; and in order to stave it off and
keep from having such a riot in Wash-
ington at the beginning of the prepara-
tions for the war, President Roosevelt
issued Executive Order 8802. That is
where the baby was born, and now the
Senator from New Mexico is trying to
keep it alive.

Mr. CHAVEZ., Mr. President, does the
Senator think that is what makes the
present President favor this proposed
legislation?

Mr. BILBO. I am sorry the Senator
from New Mexico was not here when I
discussed that point.

Mr. CHAVEZ, I am sorry.

Mr. BILBO. If Senators do not un-
derstand the situation, let them read
the newspapers and what they say about
the FEFC.

Mr. CHAVEZ. I am glad the Senator
from Mississippi reads some newspapers,

Mr. BILBO. Yes; but not all of them
come from New Mexico.

Mr. CHAVEZ. They do not.

Mr. BILBO. I say that every Negro
newspaper of the country makes front-
page news and devotes its editorials and
articles to matters in the interest of the
FEPC. The report of the committee in-
dicates that it is largely acting in the
interest of this particular minority and
that it is for it.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. BILBO. I yield.
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Mr. CHAVEZ. The Senator from Mis-
sissippi does not consider the Washing-
ton Post a Negro newspaper, does he?

Mr. BILBO. No, sir; it is Jewish.
[Laughter.] :

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield to me?

Mr. BILBO. I will yield to the Senator
from Florida, to permit him to introduce
a bill, if it is not a bill for the FEPC, and
g by yielding to him I will not lose the

00T,

Mr. PEPPER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senator may yield to me
under those conditions. Out of order, I
ask unanimous consent to introduce a
bill' for appropriate reference.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the bill will be received
and appropriately referred.

(The bill 8. 1779 introduced by Mr.
Pepper (for himself, Mr. Georce, Mr.
LA ForrerTrE, and Mr. TarFT) appears
under the heading “Bills introduced”
earlier in today’s REcorD.)

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield to me, to permit me to in-
troduce some matter to be printed in the
REcorp?

Mr. BILBO. I yield for that purpose,
if by doing so I do not lose the flcor.

Mr. MYERS. I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the Recorp a let-
ter including a resolution which has been
addressed to me.

Mr. BILBO. None of that material is
from the Philadelphia Record; is it?

Mr. MYERS. No. The Senator did
not wish me to reguest unanimous con-
sent to submit articles from the Phila-
delphia Record; did he?

Mr. BILBO. No; because I wish to
have the pleasure of doing that myself;

and I shall attend to that later.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the resolution presented
by the Senator from Pennsylvania will
be received and appropriately referred.

(The resolution presented by Mr.
MvyErs appears under the appropriate
heading later in today’s REcorDn.)

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, the South-
ern Conference for Human Welfare re-
ceived financial assistance from the Red-
aiding Robert Marshall Foundation.
When Robert Marshall, Chief Forester of
the United States of America, passed on
to his reward, his will left bequests for
aiding Communist-front groups. He
was a radical millionaire, and his brother
George had been chairman of the Na-
tional Federation for Constitutional Lib-
erties. On January 7, 1941, the founda-
tion sent the Southern Conference for
Human Welfare a check for $500, and
on May 4, 1942, a check for $1,000.

Mr. President, I wish everyone to un-
derstand that this Communist outfit not
only is behind the FEPC but also is be-
hind the anti-poll-tax proposal. I have
in my files a photostatic copy of a check
which this Communist outfit received di-
rectly from across the sea. The check
was a donation to the National Commit-
tee for Repeal of the Poll Tax. :

The other day I received from Los
Angeles, Calif., a letter stating that the
National Committee for Repeal of the
Poll Tax had flooded Los Angeles with
appeals for money to help it prosecute
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the campaign for the repeal of the poll
tax. That shows that these organiza-
tions are rackets. That is all they are.
If anyone who has sense enough to un-
derstand will sit down for 5§ minutes and
study this matter, I can convince him
that the poll tax has nothing on earth to
do with the question of having Negroes
in the South vote or not vote. It has
nothing on earth to do with that ques-
tion. Under the constitution of my
State, persons who reach the age of 60
years do not have to pay a poll tax.
After they reach the age of 60 they are
no longer subject to paying the poll tax.
The best estimate I can obtain is that
there are between 75,000 and 100,000
Negroes in Mississippi who are over 60
years of age, and who do not have to pay
a poll tax—but they do not vote.

Mr. CHAVEZ. What keeps them from
voting?

Mr, BILBO. I am glad the Senator
from New Mezxico asked that question,
They are not qualified to vote; that is all.
The poll tax has nothing to do with their
failure to vote.

But this racket about repeal of the poll
tax is nothing but a racket, and some
people are making good money out of it.
A number of unsuspecting “easy” people
over the country who have plenty of
money think they are rendering a service
by contributing to that program.

William L, Patterson, Communist can-
didate for mayor of New York—1840—in
an article in the April 26, 1940, Daily
Worker, linked the Communist National
Negro Congress, the Southern Negro
Youth Congress, and the Southern Con-
ference for Human Welfare together.
He knew about the combination. He
knew how they were linked up. The
Communist-front Social Work Today
magazine, in its June 1940 and May 1942
issues, praised the work of the Southern
Conference for Human Welfare.

Mr. President, the report from which
I have been reading further states:

An examination of the files of the South-
ern Patriot, the official organ of the Southern
Conference for Human Welfare, discloses a
very definite following of the Communist
Party line and Communist Party ideology,

plus support for the carrying out of the legis-
lative program of the CIO.

The Southern Patriot is published at
Nashville.

James A, Dombrowski has been its editor
from the very beginning. The first issue ap-
peared in January 1943, and the editorial
board has consisted of Dr. Will A. Alex-
ander—

I shall refer to him shortly—

Dr. Clark H. Foreman—

I shall refer to him, too—
Helen Fuller, and Dr, Ira De A. Reid. The
Southern Patriot has been issued without
intermission from volume 1, No. 1, January
1943, to volume 8, No. 10, October 1945, up
to the time of the issuance of this report.

Mr, President, I wish to yield the fioor
to my distinguished leader, the Senator
from Kentucky [(Mr, BargrEY ], with the
understanding that if a recess is taken
I shall be able to resume my remarks
when the Senate meets at 12 o'clock
tomorrow.
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Mr. CHAVEZ. Of course, Mr. Presi-
dent, I do not wish to have it understood
that the Senate will take a recess after
the Senator from Kentucky has con-
cluded his remarks.

Mr. BARKLEY., No; at the moment
I was not contemplating the making of
a motion to take a recess.

Mr. BILBO. I thought perhaps the
Senator from Kentucky would speak up
until the time of the taking of a recess.

Mr. BARKLEY. I wish to request the

anator to yield to me so as to enable
me to make remarks which are particu-
larly appropriate today.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the
Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. BILBO. Yes; Iyield for that pur-
pose, with the understanding that I do
not yield the fioor.

Mr. BARKLEY. I have no purpose to
take the Senator off the floor, although I
would not be averse to taking him off the
floor if I could keep him off. However, I
realize I cannot do so, and I have no
purpose to take him off the floor.

Mr. BILBO. The Senator is quite cor-
rect.

TRIBUTES TO FRANELIN D. ROOSEVELT
AND HARRY L. HOPKINS

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I have
asked the Senator from Mississippi to
yield to me in order that I may occupy
the floor of the Senate for only a few
minutes.

I invite attention to the fact that today
is the anniversary of the birth of the late
Franklin D. Roosevelt. If he had lived
until today he would have been 64 years
of age. He died on the 12th of April 1945,

I do not intend to enter into any pane-
gyric or eulogy on the late President
Roosevelt as a man or as the late Chief
Executive of this Nation. On the occa-
sion of his death I expressed a few senti-
ments in regard to him and his great
work. I now wish merely to invite the
attention of the Senate and of the coun-
try—if my voice reaches beyond these
walls—to the fact that today marks the
anniversary of his birth. I think we
might well pause and contemplate for a
moment the place which he occupies in
our minds, and will occupy in the history
of this country and of the world.

Mr. President, we are too close to
Franklin Delano Roosevelt to be impar-
tial judges of the place which he will
occupy ultimately in history. As I stated
on g former occasion, all great men are
endowed with great virtues and great
faults. Franklin Roosevelt was no ex-
ception to that rule. But just as it might
be said of Washington, Lincoln, Jeffer-
son, Theodore Roosevelt, and Woodrow
Wilson, his great virtues so outnumbered
his faults that ir the verdict of history
it is my opinion that his virtues and his
positive contribution, not only to the
welfare of this country but to the welfare
of mankind, will be depicted in a man-
ner which will be eminently satisfactory
to all his admirers, and not disagreeable
to those who disagreed with him, or those
who. did not admire him while he was
alive and while he was the head of this
great Nation.

As I have already said, Mr. President,
I merely wish to invite attention to this
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day, and to reiterate my conviction that
the verdict of history will accord Franklin
Delano Roosevelt a place as high as that
which has been accorded to any man who
has influenced the destiny of the United
States or the destiny of the world. As
between his influence on the affairs of
the United States of America and the
people of the United States, and his in-
fluence upon world affairs, I am not sure
that the proportion v:ill not be greater
with respect to his influence on world
events than upon events which trans-
pired within the United States of Amer-
ica. I am sure that most, if not all, of
us here will live to see the day when he
will be accorded such place in the his-
tory of this country and of the world.

Mr. President, while I am on my feet
I may also invite attention to the un-
fortunate occurrence on yesterday of the
death of one of Mr. Roosevelt’s most in-
timate friends in office and out of office.
It is altogther fitting to link those two
men in what little I have to say. I refer,
of course, to Mr. Harry L. Hopkins, I
do not recall that prior to the inaugura-
tion as President of the United States of
Mr. Roosevelt on the 4th ot March 1933,
I had ever heard of Harry Hopkins.
I am not sure that at that time any other
Member of the Senate knew him or had
known of him. He became intimately
associated, officially and personally, with
the late President Roosevelt. I would say
that he became perhaps Mr. Roosevelt's
most intimate friend and adviser. We all
know that every President of the United
States, no matter what his political af-
filiations may be, must have and always
does have some unselfish friend, some
unselfish adviser, upon whom he leans
for guidance and counsel in the intimate
hours when the world is not looking on.
That statement is also true of men hold-
ing lesser offices than that of President
of the United States.

Those of us who are old enough recall,
and those who cannot recall have read,
that Theodore Roosevelt had one or more
such intimate friends. He had a kitchen
cabinet which was not composed of the
higher echelons of political preferment,
but consisted of certain persons upon
whom he relied steadfastly, and with
whom he counseled intimately. The
same was true of Woodrow Wilson, Wil-
liam McKinley, and Abraham Lincoln.
So, Mr. President, il is not strange that
a man who is occupying the great office
of President of the United States should
have one or several persons upon whom
he may rely for unselfish counsel and
advice. It would be strange if that were
not true.

In Mr. Harry Hopkins, regardless of
what anyone may have thought of his
theories in connection with social and
political matters, and regardless of what
anyone may have thought of his ability
as an administrator, the President of
the United States had an intimate friend
and counselor with whom he could sit
down in the quiet hours of the evening
or the night and discuss matters both
from the standpoint of policy, and from
the standpoint of the welfare of the
country.

I believe it is true, Mr. President, that
in all Mr. Hopkins’ public relations not
only with Mr. Roosevelt, but with others
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who were associated with him in execu-
tive and legislative departments of the
Government, he never used his influ-
ence, or his advice, or his power for his
own selfish interests or his own selfish
advancement.

I feel that he is entitled to have that
brief comment made upon his contri-
bution to the administration of Mr.
Roosevelt with which he was associated
from its beginning. Now that he has
passed from among us at the age of 55,
which is but the prime of life, we are
entitled to loox upon his activities and
his conduct while he was associated with
the Government of the United States. I
take it for granted that during his ma-
ture life he sought, according to his own
lights and his own beliefs, to advance
the welfare of humanity and make a con-
tribution to its advancement without re-
gard to any personal ambitions, or any
personal selfish wishes which he might
accomplish by reason of them.

Personally, I was on intimate terms
with Mr. Hopkins during those years.
Sometimes I agreed with him and some-
times I did not. That was the privilege
of all of us. I always found him sincere,
forthright, and honest in the expression
of his views. On no ocecasion did I ever
find that he sought by any duplicity to
deceive eifher me or others with whom he
had dealings. -

I personally mourn as a friend the loss
of Harry Hopkins. I mourn him as a
public servant and as an American. I
wish to express my sympathy to all his
family and friends in his untimely death.

Mr. Mr. President, if I may
do so I should like to say a brief word.

I hesitate to trust to extemporaneous
words, but I should feel remiss if I re-
mained silent to what has been called to
our attention by the Senator from Ken-
tucky.

Mr. Roosevelt lived through tremendous
days in the life of our Nation. He fook
part in events which shook this world to
its very foundations. What history will
say of him, I do not know. But he had
an indomitable spirit which bound to
him millions of Americans with an affec-
tion which is rarely felt toward public
men. I feel that Mr. Roosevelt will be
accorded a high place among those who
have served this country during its entire
life. I join with the Senator from Ken-
tucky in expressing regret that this great
spirit was called from us by the untimely
hand of death.

Mr. President, I knew Mr. Hopkins only
casually. I suppose that I never talked
with him more than half a dozen times
in all my life. But I have a definite re-
collection of my contacts with him at a
time of great political stress in my cam-
paign of 1936 when the hosts of democ-
racy came very near committing a mis-~
take in the State of Maine. I remem-
ber talking at that time with Mr. Hop-
kins about some of our State-of-Maine
problems. I cannot forget the gracious-
ness with which he received me, and the
frankness with which he talked. I hada
high opinion of his ability.

I join in expressions of deep regrei to
Mr. Hopkins' family for the loss which
has come to them, and for the loss which
has come to the public service through
his death.
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Mr. BARKLEY, Mr, President,Ithank
the Ser.ator from Mississippi for yielding.

Mr. BILBO. It was a pleasure to yield.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I wonder
if the Senator from Mississippi will, with-
out losing the floor, yield to me for a
brief observation?

Mr. BILBO. I yield.

Mr. CHAVEZ. I wish to join with the
Senator from Kentucky and the Senator
from Maine in paying trikute to the great
services rendered the country by the late
President Rooseveit. The Senator from
Kentucky has spoken of his virtues and
his faults, Of course, we all know he had
both faults and virtues, but to my mind
the greatest and most outstanding virtue
he had was that of loving humanity.
Certainly he brought it to the point of
impressing it upon the American people
when he recommendea legislation such as
the bill we are now discussing.

I thank the Senator from Mississippi
for yielding.

OBSERVANCE OF BIRTHDAY OF FRANKLIN

D. ROOSEVELT—RESOLUTION OF JEW-

ISH YOUTH SENICRS

Mr. MYERS. Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent to present for print-
ing in the body of the REcorp a letter
from Morris A. Barowsky, national presi-
dent, American Jewish Youth Seniors,
Philadelphia, Pa., embodying a resolution
adopted by that organization at its con-
vention at the St. Charles Hotel in At-
lantic City, N. J., on December 9, 1945,
The resolution requests Congress to adopt
a resolution designating the 30th day of
January, which is the birthday of Frank-
lin D. Roosevelf, to be observed eacl: year
on the zame plane as the birth dates of
George Washington and Abraham Lin-
coln,

There being no objection, the leiter
embodying the resolution was ordered to
be printed in the hndy of the RECORD, 85
follows:

PHILADELPHIA HEADQUARTERS,
AmERICAN JEWISH YOUTH SENIORS,
Philadelphia, Pa., December 26, 1945.
Hon. FrRaNcis MYERS,
Philadelphia, Pa.

DEAR Sm: On December 9, 1845, at the 5t.
Charles Eotel in Atlantic City, N. J., we, the
American Jewish Youth BSeniors, held our
seventh annual convention.

Part of our procedure is to draw up a set
of resolutions which are carried out to the
fullest extent by our units in an effort to
uphold democracy and combat bigotry and all
activities contrary to the American way of
living. Among the resolutions unanimously
passed by our delegates was:

“Whereas between the years 1932 to 1945
the Executive seat of the United States of
America was occupied by a man who was a
great believer in democracy and the freedom
from tyranny of all races, creeds, and colors;
and

Whereas he being a true benefactor of
mankind, caused to be given to the world
ideals which shall exist forever in the hearts
of man. Franklin D. Roosevelt gave his life
to our country in carrying out the ideals of
a true democracy: Now, therefore, be it

Eesolved That the Congress of the United
States shall pass a resolution designating the
30th day of January of each year be ob-
served on the same plane as are the birth
of George Wasbington and Abraham Lin-
coln.”

The above resolution was brought to the
attention of the American public by the
Philadelphia Evening Bulletin, Philadelphia
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Enquirer, Atlantic City Press, and other
prominent New Jersey and New York papers.
We have also brought the above to the at-
tention of the New York Post and PM.

We are bringing this to your attention in
the hopes that you will do your utmost in
helping a grateful American Nation com-
memorate the birth of a great American,
Franklin Delano Roosevelt.

Thank you for your cooperation in this
matter,

Respectfully yours,
Morris A. BAROWSKY,
Nuational President.

JOURNAL OF THURSDAY, JANUARY 17,
1946

The Senate resumed the consideration
of Mr. Hoey’s motion to amend the Jour-
nal of the proceedings of the Senate of
Thursday, January 17, 1946.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, if it is in
accordance with the wishes of the Sen-
ator from Maine [Mr. WmiTel, the mi-
nority leader, I think we have gone far
enough today, and perhaps the Sesnator
from Mississippi may get some new ideas
if we recess until tomorrow. In keeping
with that, I move that the Senate take
a recess until 12 o'clock tomorrow.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, will the
Senator withhold the motion for a
moment?

Mr. CHAVEZ. I do.

Mr. MEAD. I am very anxious to get
the floer in my own time, without getting
it in a roundabout way, and without
making certain agreements and arrange-
ments with some other Member of the
Senate. I wish to talk about the bill
which is pending before the Senate, and
I should like to have the floor in my
own time. I tried to obtain recognition
on one occasion, but a Senator who rose
after I rose was given recognition over
me.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If
that happened, it happened without the
knowledge of the present occupanit of
the chair,

Mr. MEAD, The present occupant of
the chair was not in the chair at the
time,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. I
thank the Senator.

Mr. MEAD. Iam going to agree to the
Senate recessing at this time, but I am
not going to agree to an early recess to-
morrow. I am going to see toit, if I can,
that the Senate remains in session for
quite some time, until those of us who
have been criticized for our support of
the bill and who would like to speak
about the bill, may have an opportunity
to present the other side.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the
Senator will rise to his feet within the
sight of the Chair and address the Chair,
he will be recognizad if he rises first.

Mr. MEAD. 1 appreciate that. That
gives me great encouragement. But I
am somewhat doubtful about my oppor-
tunity of competing with my colleagues
who are opposing this issue, because of
the fact that it seems to me that when
the present occupant of the chair leaves
the chair, someone takes the chair who is
not very friendly to my side of this con-
troversy.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I wish
to say just a word, because I am becom-
ing a bit tired of the innuendos and the
implications and the charges which are
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being made by some of those who are
advocating the pending measure, I have
observed that one or two of them sit
around the Senate pretty regularly, but
a great many merely come in at inter-
vals to enter a protest because the Senate
does not stop the transaction of all its
business to await their pleasure and let
them speak just when they wish to speak.

Since I have been a Member of this
body, for 13 years, there have been a
number of times when Senators have de-
sired to address themselves to issues
which perhaps were not so controversial,
from a political standpoint, as Senate
bill 101, who addiressed the Chair a num-
ber of times and were not recognized be-
cause other Members of the Senate hap-
pened to be seen by the Presiding Officer
first. I have waited around the floor for
several days on other bills to get a chance
to offer an amendment. The Chair can
only recognize one Senator at a time.
That is evident. But on this particular
measure, in the effort that is being made
to spread this campaign of poison against
those of us who are opposing it, there
have been these innuendos and these
false charges and these intimations that
there has been unfair treatment of Sen-
ators who wish to speak on the bill.

For my part. as one who is opposing
this infamous legislative proposal, I re-
sent that atiitude. It is in keeping with
what has happened here when Senators
who were for the bill objected day after
day to the introduction of any measure,
or to thes recepiion of even a commitiee
report, and who then rushed out to the
newspapers and charged that those who
were obposing the bill were stalling all
progress in the Senate because we would
not let them pass this bill until it was
fully discussed. They objected even to
the introduction of important legisla-
tion because they could not impose
their will upon us, and sought to make
us responsible for their actions in delay-
ing normal procedure here.

Mr. President, I say that is merely a
part of this whole concerted scheme.
Let Senators remain here on the floor
and address the Chair, and they will be
recognized. I have seen Senators seek
recognition time after time before being
recognized, but this is the first time I
have seen these crybaby tactics of get-
ting up and complaining that the Chair
has been unkind to them because he
does not recognize them at once when
other Senators are seeking recognition.
It is like the inferences made about the
present distinguished occupant of the
Chair because, forsooth, he happens to
ccme from a Southern State, that he has
not dealt fairly or*would not deal fairly.
I say that is a subterfuge, and I resent
it. I say it is contemptible, because
there is not 2 man who knows the Sena-
tor from Tennessee but knows that
whatever might be his views as one of
the stoutest fichters of the Senate, he is
fair, and as a Presiding Officer he will
take his rulings from the Parlia-
mentarian who has been selected by the
Senate. It is merely a part of the cam-
paign here to build up feeling in this
body and encourage Senators to strike
down our rights to discuss the pending
bill, and attempt to get the Senate to
override the rules of the Senate by a
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mere majority vote, and to strangle us
on a false pretense of unfair treatment."

Mr. President, I think everyone here

should be fair. For my part, I have no
objection to those advocating the bill
speaking at any time they desire to speak
if they first address the chair. Let them
remain on the floor and take their
chances like any other Senator. Cer-
tainly I see no occasion for these imputa-
tions and these attacks in the press
against the distinguished present occu-
pant of the Chair. I know he is fair, I
know his rulings will come from the Par-
liamentarian, and this campaign does not
require that kind of tactics.
- The sponsors of the bill talk about our
being in a minority. They say they have
this great majority favoring the bill.
Certainly until the Senator frem Ten-
nessee has shown some manifestation of
unfairness that has not yet appeared, I
think he should be spared this subtle
newspaper campaign against him, to the
effect that he is ready to violate the rules
of the Senate because his personal views
‘happen to accord with those of this body
who are resisting this measure.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, if I had
given serious thought and study to a
speech I would believe to be appropriate
on this oceasion, I would make the same
‘speech for our side that has just been
mad: by my distinguished colleague, the
Senc.tor from Georgia, I think that the
insinuations and the intimidation and
the charges, or nearly all of them, at
least, have been hurled at those who are
on our side of this controversy.

I for one have said nothing about the
present occupant of the Chair, but if the
present cccupant of the Chair,-and if my
distinguished colleague who preceded
me, will carry out their very encourag-
ing suggestions and give some of us the
floor in our own right beginning tomor-
row or the day after, so far as T am con-
cerned I shall be entirely satisfied. I
shall rise tomorrow, if opportunity pre-
sents itself, and the next day, in an en-
‘deavor to get the floor in my own right,
without any strings attached, and dis-
cuss the merits of the bill. I am en-
‘couraged by the hope that has been held
out here this evening.

RECESS

Mr. CHAVEZ, Mr. President, it will
be my purpose, commencing tomorrow,
to attempt to have the Senate sit a little
later. I think recessing at 5:10 o'clock
is a little too early, under the present
circumstances.

Mr. RUSSELL. Would the Senator
mind indicating, for the benefit of Sena-
‘tors who may have engagements and ap-
pointments, about how long he intends
to have the Senate sit tomorrow?

Mr. CHAVEZ. I would say tothe Sen-
ator from Georgia that I do not think it
would be unreasonable or unfair that we
should remain in session until 6 o’clock.

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not think that
will be unreasonable, I think all Sena-
tors would like to have some idea as to
how long they are to be kept here.

Mr. CHAVEZ. That is what I have in
mind. I now move that the Senate take
a recess until tomorrow at 12 o'clock
noon.
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The motion was agreed to; and (at 5
o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate
took a recess until tomorrow, January
31, 1946, at 12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 30, 1946

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., cffered the follow-
ing prayer:

O Thou compass'onate Father whose
goodness never faileth, bestow upon us
that vision which enlarges the whole
scope and sphere of our outlook, that in
the joy of serving we may find ourselves.
Hold us closely to the things we know
to be right and let these work mightily
against the things we know to be wrong.
We pray that in &ll situations we may
be tolerant and forbearing, with the
realization that it takes men and women
of strength to face criticism and to serve
with sacrifice. Do Thou bless all influ-
ences which inspire greater unity and
cooperation, through the dil'gent and
honest industry of all our citizens. We
pray that our laws may be so justly and
s0 wisely administered that our Govern-
ment shall be a living example to all
lands. Keep before us, not success, not

-greatness, not victory, but fidelity to the

public gocod. O Eternal Goodness, lead
our spirits from all discordant notes, and
give them true respite from wearying
toil. In Christ's name we pray. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was communi-
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of
his secretaries.

CERTIFICATES OF ELECTION

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following ‘communications, . which
were read by the Clerk:

OrFFict oF THE CLERK,
House oF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. C., January 30, 1946,
The Honorable the SPEAKER,
House of Representatives.

Bir: From the secretary of state of the
State of North Carclina, I have received the
certificate of election of Hon. SAm J. ERvIN,
Jr., as a Representative-elect to the Baventy-
ninth Congress from the Tenth Congres-
sional District to fill the vacancy caused by
the death of Hon. Joe W. Ervin.

Very truiy yours,

SouTH TRIMBLE,

Clerk of the House of Representatives.
OFFICE OF THE CLERE,

House or REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, D, C., January 30, 1946,
The Honorable the SPEAKER,
House of Representatives.

Sir: From the secretary of the Common-
wealth of the State of Virginia, I have re-
celved the certificate of election of Hon.
J. LINDSAY ALMOND, Jr., as & Representative-
elect to the Seventy-ninth Congress from
the Sixth Congressional District to fill the
vacancy caused by the resignation of Hon.
Clifton A. Woodrum.

Very truly yours,
BSouTH TRIMBLE,
Clerk of the House of Representalives.

JANUARY 30

INVESTIGATION OF RAPIDO RIVER
DISASTER

Mr. LANHAM. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

There was no objzction.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am
sure it must be gratifying to us all that
the Committee on Military Affairs has
decided to ask for a full report concern-
ing the Rapido River disaster. No braver
boys and no more loyal Americans ever
lived than those who were called upon
to make the supreme sacrifice in this
lamentable episode of the recent wax.
In this case, as in the one recited in the
poem about the “charge of the light
brigade,” it seems evident that someone
had blundered. In justice to the memory
of these heroic dead, the responsibility
should be determined. Our -country
needs all of its stalwart sons to carry on
the principles for which the early pa-
triots fought in the establishment of our
American system of government. Let us
see to it that the responsibility be deter-
mined and the proper action taken.

THE ATOMIC EOMB

IMMr. BURGIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentloman from
North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Mr. BURGIN. Mr. Speaker, I notice
in the press and hear over the radio that
we continue to manufacture the atomic
bomb. The President of the United
States and the Prime Ministers of Eng-
land and Canada have tentatively agreed
on a program or an arrangement in an
effort to work out some international
solution of this question; ond, since the
Security. Council of the United Mations
has it under consideration, I suppose a
resolution that our Government cease to
manufacture the atomic bomb until some
international agreement or arrangement
is worked out.” I see no necessity for
continuing the expense of manufacturing
atomic bombs if we are going to enter
into some agreement for international
control. - I hope the membership will
give this matter consideration. ;

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr, LANE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recor. and include
therein an address he delivered last Sun-
day evening on the late Franklin D,
Roosevelt.

FORCE CIVILIANS TO STAND AT
ATTENTION

Mr. LANE. Mr, Speaker, T ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for
1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, the war is
over, though some brass hats do not
want to admit it. Far from the scenes
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